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F PREFACE 


Section 823 of the Edycagion Amendments ,of 1974-(PL 93-380) |. 
“+> requires a thorough ctodhot the manner in which the 7” | . 
relative measure ‘ef poverty.for use in the €inancial | , j _. 
assistance program, authorized by Title I of the Elementary.’ : 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965, may be more accurately 
and currently developed. -- ae 


That financial assistance program is administered by the Commissioner . 
of Education, tfirough the Office of Education,’Department of Health, Edu- 
cation, and Welfare. An important featuré is the use of a formula pre- . 
‘scribed by Section 103 o e Elementary and Secondary Education Act for, | 
the annual distribution, of Federal funds to school districts... A signifi- . 
cant’factor in the formula, is the number of schéol-age children 5 to 17 in 


poor families within each school district.’ The’measure of poverty which oe 

is used, and which is the subject of the study mandated by Section 823, - bs 
is the Federal government's-official statistical definition of poverty ~ nae 
(also known as the Orshansky, ‘OMB, Census Bureau, or Social ‘Security pov- ae ine 
erty lines). . a ce, “SE 


Other work related to poverty measurement has been cal. ed for in re- z 
cent legislative acts. .In the Comprehensive Employment and Training yrctr ° 
the Secrétary of Labor. is directed to develop and maintain comprehensive — 


household budget data at different levels of living, including a “level - 
of adequacy." Any such review of the level of adequacy must necessarily 


be closely related to measures of poverty. The Housing Community De- ~‘ e- 
velopment Act of 1974 gives the Secretary, of, HUD authority to adjust the 


_ poverty measure to reflect local variations in the cost of living. The a 
- Conference. Report accompanying it directs the Secretary tO develop or ob- «sy .2° 
tain data with ‘respect to the "extent of poverty" by metropolitan areas oper? 
and to submit such data to the Congress as part of a Mar 31, .1977, ~.. 
: . 7 , ‘ . 


report. 
Because of the broad scope of the subject matter, ¢ovérage of™“the tas 

study of the measure of poverty mandated by Section 823/of the Education ‘: ue 

paeg sabge of .1974 was extended to include implications of the study find- 
or the poverty-related programs of’ all affected Federal departments 

and agencies. The Title I program of ‘the Elementary Secondary Educa- 

t the legislatively- 

mandated specifications for the study as well as to serve as a primary 


"The Measure of Poverty.". An important jobjective of the study was full "I 
discussion and documentation of the major elements of currently, applied 


‘ and potentially usable poverty measures. Material containing essential ae: 


supporting documegtation for the study/was assembled as techriical papers. -*, 
These have been written to stand along as complete technical treatments 
of specific subjects. 7 | . is 
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The studg was.performed under the direct guidance'of a Powerty 


Studies Task Force of the Subcommittee on the Education of the Disadvan> 
taged and Minorities, Federal Inter-Agency Committee on Education., Tech- 


’ nical papers. were prepared at the request of, under the direction of, and 


subject to review by the Task Force members. Some papers are primarily 


~ the work of one or two persons; thesesare’attributed to their authors. 


Others result ‘from-the collective -input of Task Force members or advisors 
and. no specific attribution is ‘given except to the Task Force, as a whole. | 


The following listings show members,of the Poverty Studies Task - 


‘Force by appropriate Federal departments ‘and agencies, and the titles and 
authars of the technical papers.” - ; 


This report contains Technical Paper XVIII, Character istics of Low- 


Income Populations Under Alternative Poverty*Definitions. It was prepared 


by 
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wrence L. Brown III, Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning 


and’Evdluations, Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, with Renee 
Miller, Population Division, Bureau of.the Census. Special thanks are due .~ 
to Arno Winard, Richard Hornseth, and Roger Herriott, also of the Census 
Bureau; to Jane Lee, Office. of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Eval~ 
uation, Department of ‘Health, Education, and Welfare; and to Jill. King, 
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Mathematica, Inc. a : \ 


At the request of the Poverty Studies Task Force, the 


a sf ‘ . : a 
Bureau of the 


“.Cénsus prepared the set” of tabulations showing selected characteristics of , 
the population by alternative measures of poverty. ‘The data from these 
tabulatiens underlie the analysis contained in this paper. The tabulations 


_were run from the March Current’ Population. Survey (CPS). files for the income 
years 1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, and 1974.’ -They were also,run from the 1970 
Census one-in-hundred samile for income year 1969, by States th ok 


To obtain copies of the report, "The Measure of Poverty,” or any of __,. 


the technical papers, please write to: : ~ oe 
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Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation 
. Department of Health,*Edycation, and Welfare : 
200 Independence Avenue, S.W._ - 
Room 443D -.South Portal Building - 
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dae This paper. examines how different poverty standards can’ change ‘ the stati- 
‘"gtical description of-the low-income population. It supplements Chapter V --. 


. J "Alternative Poverty: Coutits Based on Available Data" of The-Measure;of- Poverty © 
“(a report to; Congress’ as mandated’ by the Education Amendment s- pf . , U.S. 


Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, April 1976).. The poverty measure. 


* eukrently used in Title “t of.the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (Census 


; Burgau definition of poverty): and alternative.poverty definitions which have 
‘Keen selected for analysis by the Povérty Studies Task Force (which produced 


te The “Measure “of “ Poverty) are described. , The characteristics of the poverty pop- 
‘ulation in er the current Federal definition and under the.various 


alternative abel: Beaune eae are then presented based on. data. from the ~ 
‘ : 


Population Survey (CPS). In addition, changes over time in 
the size and composition.of the poverty population under the alternative 


“ measures are analyzedvs A discussion of the impact:of the alternative defini- 
- tions-on the geographic distr ibution of the. poér based on the One Percent . 


_ 


sample of the 1970 Census of Population is also ae 
_ ‘One reason for. performing this analysi% is to enable those who administer 
social service programs to identify subgroups of the population which would be 


a ‘reached ‘by .their’ programs if. a particular: poverty measure were. to be used as a 
'... program parametér -or in a funding formala. ' The characteristics of potentially 


- eligible persons are of vital’ interest to administrators who must plan and bud- 


get for programs that are intended to serve ‘target groups with specific. char- 


acteristics. , Consequently,. the material in this. paper ‘should prove useful to 
at administrators and analysts ‘in many programs which are designed to help the 
., poor. (needy, low-income, disadvantaged) and which make. us? of a poverty measure 
or income eligibility standard. 9 Se - e 


Different programs use different measures, which is not surprising in view 


’ \of the broad spectrum of objectives covered by such programs. Some examples ’- 
'. are: Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, which uses the 
official Federal measure aS part of an.allocative forma; ‘the College Work~ 


Study: program authorized by the Higher Education Act of 1965, which uses a 


single dollar threshold (unchanged for family. °size); Title XX of the Sgcial 
Security Act, which adopted 80 to 115 percent of median, family income in each 


- ‘state.as, its standard; the Comprehensive Employment and’ Training Act, which 
uses a. single-dollar ‘threshold with. the allocation.based partly on the number 
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“Of families in an area with income below that. level; and the Community S@gvices - 


‘ Administration, which issues income eligibility standards ‘directly based on 
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variations. that remain smoothed. . 


‘the official F eral measure, but without many of the distinctions, and with - 
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‘THE FEDERAL POVERTY. DEFINITION oe 
The current: Federal definition of poverty is based gn a definition developed 


by Maqllie Orshansky at the Social Security Administration (SSA) in.1964 and re- 
|. vised by a’Federal Interagency Committee in 19692 0 0 2 7) 2 tt, as 


‘The ‘SSA: (Orshansky) index provided a range of income cutoffs adjusted by 

such factors as family size, séx of head, number of children under 18 years old, 
... -and farm-nonfarm residence. At the core of this definition of poverty was the 
-.* economy food plan, the least costly’ of four food plans that are nutritionally: 

_.. sound, designed by the Department of Agriculture. It was determined from the 


Department of Agriculture's 1955 survey of food consumption that families ri 
of three or more persons spend approximately one-third of their after tax |’ a 
income on food; the poverty level for ‘these families was, therefore, ‘set at- =’ " 
‘three times the cost of the economy food plan. For smaller’ faitities and -. _. Ps 


‘persons: living alone, the cost of the economy food plan was eee 8 
‘factors. that were slightly higher in order to compensate for the relativ ioe : 
larger fixed ‘expenses of these smaller households. - Annual revisions of the 

‘poverty cutoffs were based on price changes of the items in the economy” 
budget. a _— es a fl 


Re a result of deliberations of a Federal Interagency Committee in/A969, 

' -. the fbllowing two modifications to the original SSA definition of poverty were 

‘+ ‘recommended: (1) that the SSA thresholds for nonfarm families be retained for 
‘the base year: 1963, but that annual adjustments in the levels be based on. changes" 
in the Consumer-Price Index (CPI). rather than on changes in.the cost of food in- 
Cluded*in the economy food plan; and (2) that. the farm thresholds be raised from: 
70 to 85. percent of the corresponding nonfarm levels. The reasons for making , 


- these changes are discussed in Technical Paper I of The Measure of Poverty. 


Currently, the cutoffs used by the Bureau of the’ Census to determine the 

low-income status-of. families and unrelated individuals consist of a set of. 

124. thresholds arranged in.a four-dimensional matrix. The matrix consists of 

a family size dimension (from one person, ie., unrelated individuals, to sevens, 

or more person families) cross-classified by presence and number of children , 

under 18 years old (from no children present to six or more children present), 

sex of head, and farm-nonfarm residence. Unrelated individuals and two-person — 

families.are further differentiated by age of head (under 65 ‘years and 65: years 

and over). The total income of each family and each unrelated individual’ in the 

sample is tested against the appropriate dollar threshold to determine the low-— 

- income status of that family or unrelated individual. If the family's total 

incomé is ‘less than its corresponding cutoff, the family is classified-as below: . 
the low-income level. “Table 1 -reproduces the. poverty matrix for income year . 
. 1974. (See page. 28.) : : 


- yy, 


' Data.on- income collected in the CPS are limited to money income received — - 
before payments. for personal income ‘taxes, Social Security, union dues, Medicare 
deductions,: etc. Money: income is the sum of the amounts received from earnings; 
Social Security and public assistance payments; dividends, interest, and rent; ~ 

. unemploymént and workmen's compensation; government and private employee pensions 
, _and other periodic income. See Chapter II of The Measure of Poverty and Techni-. ~ 
cal Papers VI, VII, and X for details on the limitations of the income concept. ' 
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: his section investigates the “effect ‘of some alternative poverty measures 
on the statistical description of poor ‘populations. It deals with the poverty 
\. -eutoffs, not with the definition of income. In Chapter IV of ‘The “Measure “of 
voi Rover ty report, it was shown that modifying the. income definition by Including 
+): Some: cash equivalent value of in-kind. benefits: or assets would lower the poverty. 
“. ‘eount if the poverty cutoffs were not simultaneously changed to be consistent 
with the new -income definition.*, Similarly, poverty counts would be reduced= ’ 

. “if underreporting of cash income were corrected in the ‘census. and CPS suftveyS, © 

‘ +/or if irregular cash income were counteds: However, these commonly proposed 

changes. to the definition of income carinot, be incorporated into the poverty —- 


“measure'without modifying the census or CPS surveys or developing new surveys: a 


- from which. to derive.a poverty count. Furthermore; the statistical effect. of 

a these modifications is not .approximated by simple adjustments of the poverty . 
cutoffs, such as by lowering them, because. subgroups of. the poor population 
are affected differently by changes in the income definition. ‘For, example, | 

_. -the income of the elderly would probably be raised: more, by’ the inclusion of . 

- the value of assets than would the income of young: family heads. _: ot 
The change which is- most. commonly proposed in‘ connection with the poverty — 

cutoffs is: to raise them. This reflects a presumption that the standard of 

living, however. defined, has risen in this country .since the official. poverty 


level was originally established.’ ‘Also, it is not generally believed thate-.. 2...” 


U.S. citizens need less now than they did in the past... These notions are im, 
{ plicit in such proposals as: revising the Orshansky matrix on the basis of 
=: current food plans and consumption patterns; identifying the lowest quintile 
-"": of the income distribution as the poverty income level; setting the-poverty . 

 tevel at 50 percent of median income; using public opinion polls to determine’ 

a generally accepted level. of income adequacy; Or using the lower BLS family 

- budget as a poverty budget. Similarly, most administrative adaptations of the, 
, poverty line in Federal programs have the effect of enlarging the population ae 
re... O£ program beneficiaries beyond those, identified as poor by the official poverty 
“VC “PNBASUEC « : 7S ten 


a 


. 


7 However, not all commonly proposed changes to the poverty cutoffs or in- 
“come definition can be linked simply to higher or lower poverty counts. For 
example, if the thrifty food plan.were used as a. basis for the poyerty cut— 

_ offs, but without simultaneously raising ‘the ratio of income-to-food costs, 
the cutoffs for some families would be lowered and others. raised. Similarly, ~— 
if poverty cutoffs were: annually updated using d price index based on food ‘or 
on items in a special poor person's index, rather than on the Consumer Price 
Index, the poverty cutoffs could be higher ir\’some years and lower in others 
than the current. cutoffs. ‘Presumably, geographic adjustments to the poverty 

. s eutoffs would ‘aise them in some places and lower them in others; removing 

", . the current adjustments for farm residence would raise the poverty counts 
‘only slightly. Simplifying the current poverty matrix by ‘removing distinc- 
tions: for sex of head .and presence of children would affect the poverty |, status 
of families according to: sex and age of family members. If Federal or state . 
and ‘local income taxeS, Social Security payroll deductions, or other taxes 
were excluded from the income definition (and the poverty cutoffs were not 


ae . ea. : : 
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- simultaneously. changed), the. poverty count would be increased, although this 
_ could’ be offset if the Federal ‘tax credit for earned income were counted as 
‘income, . Changing the definition of family or using households rather than 
families as accounting units could raise or lower the count depending on the . 
, Change made. Applying a recently proposed index of employment. and earnings. ~ 
. inadéquiacy and a price index for the elderly might cause poverty ‘counts of , 
‘these groups to differ from counts under a single national poverty méasure. 


"It is not practical. to describe, here the statistical effects of adopt~ 
_ ing all of the variously proposed alternative measures. Of the many, possi- 
- ‘pilities, ‘the analysis here considers four groups of definitions totalling 13 
4, “specific alternatives (the current poverty measure and: 12 others, Selected for 
‘analysis by the. Poverty Studies Task Force). “These were ‘selected because:° . 
- | they. can be studied with readily accessible .data;. they are similar to, admin-_ 
| istrative poverty ‘measures or income ‘eligibility. criteria. currently used:in.  - 
- Péderal programs; and they can be used. to approximate the effects: of” adopting 


aha 


.. $0me concepts discussed in The Measure of Poverty. —. - 
ee : The four broad groups of alternatives ate’: ‘proportionate increases or . 
-., decreases of the.current poverty matrix (scaling), simplifications ‘of ‘the cur- 
°. xent poverty matrix, single-dollar thresholds, and relative measures based on 
. median income. a ey ae ee 


ee group consists of four sets of cutoffs derived by multiplying 
~ each of the tutoffs in the official poverty matrix for 1974 by 75. percent, 
125 percent, 150 percent, .and 200: percents: As.noted earlier, many commonly 
' proposed poverty measures have the effect oftraising the poverty income 
‘levels. The statistical effect of such changes can be approximated by ref- 
erence to one of the higher sets‘of poverty cutoffs included here. Also, 
some Federal programs, such as those of the Department of Agriculture; define ~ 
eligibility qn the basis of simple proportional increases.in the official po- 
verty cutoffs.’., A poverty matrix set at 75 percent of the current matrix is 
‘also analyzed. This is provided’to identify those groups of people who are 
“most Seyerely in need. Furthermore, in making administrative adaptations 
of the poverty line, program administrators may desire to raise income eligi- 
bility criteria above the poverty line in’some places and lower the criteria 
below the poverty line in other places, -in ordér to accommodate variations in | 
local labor’ markets, local prices, the extent of poverty, or other conditions. 
. Poverty matrixes consisting of. poverty cutoffs at 75 percent, 125 percent,. 
“150° percent, and 200 percent of the current measure are not reproduced here; 
_ however, a sense of the size of,the.cutoffs can be obtained by. :reviewing Table 
1 and the following simple scalings-of the 1974 poverty cutoffs for a.nonfarm 


Pa 


> 


male-headed family of four with,two children:. | 7 bh 
ar " ae eee te ae | : 
75% of 3 125% .of ‘150% of ' 200% of 
Current .” Current. Current . “Current == Current 
Measure ' Measure Measure . Measure Measure «_ 
$3,750 $5,000 * .$6,250- $7,500, $10,000 
ee Ly rr oe: : 
3 “a Se 17 = : - Ne 
i 4 
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ar bamily-Size ig Oe Pa 1 Avetage ees 
.. sand. ‘Type _ _ 7°... \__ Poverty) Cutoffs Eee oye 
» + T'Person -. - 4. $2,610 oe eae 
Under 65 Le tetse £2 Se 88 - 4 = 
arr By” Ower 65 an reas . ot + 2,387 
hee 2fersons = 2. - 7. 3,220 
oh eed under 68 Se ee 3,329 “ 
i Head over 65° 8 Oe ee BRM wa 
". "3 Pergons a SF ee - 3,957 ’ 
4 Persons po 040 
“§ Persons... ; *  §,957 © 
6 Persons: — eo ; 6,706 | ; 
7. or. more Persons os 8278 < 


“o£ the refinements in the current poverty matrix. For..example 
-@ligibility: guidelines of the Community Services Administrati 

: family size and farm-nonfarm residence, but‘not on sex of he 
“vehildren under 18. Other administrative guidelines incliide 
“for family size. For this analysis, first the farm-nonfa}m 
‘= eliminated by using the nonfarm thresholds of the current 


“and male-headed family cutoffs, see} Table 1. 


-. . Thre ‘progressive ~simplifications of the current poverty measure were, 

- Studied use it’ has been argued that the various adjustments for residence 

and family composition are not accurate or necessary. Also, mogt administrative 

‘uses of the poverty measure aS an eligibility criterion do not incorporate all 
-the income 


n are based on 
or number..of 


both, farm and nonfarm families? Next, the distinction ba 


was eliminated by using the nonfarm male-headed family thr, sholds for ail 


families. Finally, the-distinctions for the number of related children unden | 
18 were. eliminated -by: using weighted; average thresholds: for each family ‘size 
elow. For nonfarm 


category: - Simplified poverty cutoffs: in’ 1974 are shown 


oe 


~§ * 1974 Weighted 


oa ‘ gwo Single-dollar poverty thresttblds, which are invariant with respect to 
. family.’size, were included ‘inthe analysis. ‘The first, the low threshold, was 
uals; that. amount was’ chosen because. = 


$3,200 for all families and unrelated individ 


, it yielded a poverty Count equal to the number of poor persons derived by the 


a. 


current poverty matrix, equal to $5,038 in 1974. . " 


’ “eurrent poverty measure in'1969 from the 1970 Census of Population. . The high 


‘threshold is the average weighted threshold for a nonfarm family of four in the 


? 


; . ' ; i : \ 
. Such measures serve aS a point of reference to illustrate the effect of . 
variations for family size on the composition ef the poor. Single-dollar cut- 
offs are sometimes used for analytical purposes or ‘as administrative criteria 


“or distributing Federal funds. - The Coitprehensive Employment and. Training Act, 


-for example, distributes. manpower révenue-sharing funds to local governments 


in part (by a weighting factor of 12.5 percent) based on the numbér..o§ fami ies. :. 
in each unit of a government's jurisidiction,with an income less than a :-£ix¢d «= - 


amount. A $2,000 threshold was used for distributing Title I funds under the a 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act until 1974. Although in this analysis . 
the high threshold (like the current measure) was varied over time by the annual 


rise in athe Gopsonee “pedce foe ‘the low ‘chreshold was held sonstant at: {i700 | “= 
' Over. the eight-year pariod of analysis, 1967-1974. Thus, the? low threshold also, . 
‘illustrates the effect of a poverty measure which is not - annually. ‘oma Te 
pane otee cutoffs in 1974 are aan: below. ee. 


Low Cutoff _ | High CutsfEe ss et 


$3,200 + $5,038 3 ee 


Finally, the study investigated the effect of three ‘@ifterent relavive 
Measures of poverty. Each measure is based on 50 percent Of some median income. 
as Fifty is an arbitrary percentage which was selected because it, is frequently used : 
in discussions of relative poverty measures./ ‘The interest in these measures is g 
primar ily in their behavior over time’ and their relat tonship to: the more conven-. wee 
tional measur e(s) updated by ithe Constimer Price’ ‘Index. ; 
-” The first relative measure. examined ' was a double threshold distinguishing’ . 
between families :and unrelated: individuals: . for families, the poverty threshold ° 
- was set at 50 percent of. medzan family income ($67418 in 1974, or 50 percent 
$12 7836) ;_:for unrelated individuals, the’ threshold was set. .at -50. percent ‘of 
“median income for unrelated individuals ($2,220. in 1974, ‘or 50 percentfof $4,439). 
- This large difference ‘in the thresholds fox these. two groups of people reflects. — 
cs faet ‘that: unrelated individuals. as: a aEOUP | receive much lower.’ incomes, on 
ilies. = ie, 


i : im. 
‘i “ 


: _ The remaining two. Felative measures Ssacideved use 50° percent of base me- 
dian: income and adjust it’ for family. size by using the equtivalence scales im- ts 
plicit in the current: poverty measure. (These equivalence scales are described 

in Chapter IV of The Measure of Poverty and are illustrated in Table 2.) In one » 
, Case, the base median income is that for all ‘families. ($12,836'.in 1974); in. the* 
-other, ihe median income/ is that for a nonfarm family of four with a male head 
and two: children ($14,004 in 1974). In both cases, 50 percent of the.baseme- 9 |”. 
_.*dian income was: assumed 'to represent the poverty threshold for the typical fam- 
. ily. of four just described, and the equivalence scale was uséd to calculate the ~ 
_ comparable cutoffs .for the” 123 other’ family sizes and” types.  Incotie eligibility ~ 
'' @riteria based on median income have been ‘included ‘in recently enacted legisla~"/ 
tion, such as Title II of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, and! 
Title XX of the Social Security Act.’ Those definitions, however, use local me- 
dian incomes rather than the national median. Title XX requires the median in- 
come for each state to be used in establishing its income eligibility standard, 
and the Housing Act uses median income for a metropolitan a in establishing 
_ the income eligibility evel for = area. National median inomes in 1974 


- were as follows: | eg. 88 ° We” 
. AL families peenenls era cecccneee aeevvee sc ce ccc econ eee $12,836 a 
"ale-headed OT} or Bee Wade & Oy 
- Nonfarm familjes ‘of. four with two children.......++..$14,004 | 
‘Unrelated Indiviupldi ss iiyieeversecnerdetclecenestoc8 4,439": 
oe ‘6 
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An impor tant, consid io in analyzing the ier. definitions of -pov- 


‘ 


- erry is the composition of iffering poverty populatjons. ‘Knowing precisely 
_. wo is counted’as poor is as important was knowing~the number of poor. 
ae é * : a . ey, brad ‘ 

. Several generalizations can be made about the alternativ@® poverty popula- 
tionss Those definitions which most alter the size of the poverty population 
also have the greatest effect on the characteristics of the poor. As the.cur~. 

rent poverty, measure is successively. scaled by 75 percent, 125 percent, 150 
percent, and 200 percent, the poverty rate for each subgroup.-increases, but at 
a different rate. The composition of the ever larger: poverty ‘population ap- 
proaches that of the total population. Progressive simplifications of the cur~— 
.. rent’ measure, on the other, hand, Have negligible impact on the composition of 
_‘the poor. The single-dollar thresholds, ‘which are: invariant with respect to 


family size, change thé c ition of .the poor.to a large extent because of 
‘their differential screening of large and small families. ‘ane 
72 er ee ee ee ’ 
‘ 
j . ; ” 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF THE POVERTY POPULATION, 1974, 
"_ USING THE CURRENT DEFINITION OF POVERTY ; 


“this” section provides a description of the characteristics of th&peverty 


population using the current definition of poverty. and thereby'serves aS a |. 


point of. reference for the section on the description of the poor under . alter- - 
native. measures. These data as well as the data for the alternative measures are 


‘° 


.. based on the March 1975 Current Population Survey (CPS). 


‘The cps is a scientifically designed sample survey of ‘about: 47, ,000 house- 


holds in the United States with coverage in each of the 50 states and the 


District of Columbia. 1/ The present sample used for the CPS was selected to. - 


produce accurate. estimates of (lentogr aphic characteristics, especially labor. 


force characteristics ‘at ‘the national “level, Since the estimates from the E. 


’. @PS*are’ sample estimates, they may, differ somewhat from the figures that would. 
‘have been obtained if-a complete census had been taken’ using the same sche@ules, 
. instructions, and enumerators. As in any survey work, the results are subject 


tq errors of response and of reporting as well as being subject to sampling 


‘variability. For example! for many different reasons there is a, tendency in oe 


household surveys for respondents to underreport their income. Under repor ting 
is especially pronounced for income sources that are not derived from earnings,. 


‘guch as'Secial Security, public assistance, - interest, dividends, net income 


from rentals, etc. 2/ : | 8 poe Te a 
ik ee Following are some ‘of the highlights of the data’, on poverty obtained oy 
‘the March 1975 CPS: . 7 ., te. = a 

ie 


e Using ‘the present Kee seandeta, there were jabout 24.3 inil-- ” 
lion. persons below the poverty level int 1974.¢ comprising 12 = 
percent of the U. s. population. (Table 3). 2 * 

* . 

e@ As indicated in Table 3, the majority of these low-income” persons | 
(56 pércent) were either young (related children under 18 years) - 
or elderly (65 years and over).- By comparison, ,these two.age 
groups combined. ati about 40 percent of the honpoor 
population. pp 


@ Table 3 also shows that the ieee rate for blacks was ecnsiaee 
. ably higher than that for whites. The figures were -32 percent 
and 9 percent respectively. In addition, blacks were overrepre- 
_ sented in the poverty population. About 31 percent of all persons. 
below the poverty level were black compared to oie 9 percent oF 
persons above the poverty level. 


- @ Of the 24.3 million persons below the poverty level, about 19.4 
: million or 80 percent were family members while the remaining 
‘ 20 percent were unrelated individuals (persons living’ alone or 
with nonrelatives). Only about 8 percent of the nonpoor popula- 
. tion in 1974 was living alone’or with nonrelatives. Unrelated. 
‘individuals have higher poverty rates than family member S (26 - 
se serecne sl a to 10 percent). _ (Table 3) ge a 


- 4 
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Ney e There were differences lirf the composi't ibn of the low-income 
white and black populations. in terms of family ae and © 
age.. (Table 4). a to ; a 


For example, of the 7.5 million blacks below the poverty level, about: ce mt 
percent were family members. ~A large proportion: of low-ifcome black family - _. 
members were related children under 18 years (59 percent)} about 70 percent , 
of these children. were.in.families with a female-head. | 
‘tion .of blacks below the low-income’ level were, aged (8 percent). (Table 9) 

On the other hand, about three-fourths of the 16.3 million low-income whites. 
were living in families. (Table 4) Of thesé family members, about one-half 

were Ghildren under 18. years, and 43’percent of these children were in families . 
headed by women. Persons: aged 65 and over comprised 16 percent of the low-income: 
“white population. : (Table 9) - ae 


.@ Families headed by women wag another group that was overrepre~ . 
‘sented, among the poor. ,Of the 5.1 million’ low-intome families 
/'.. in 1974, about 46 percent weje headéd by a female. By compari- 
‘ee gon, only about.10 percent Of all nonpoor families were female- 
-. headed. Practically all of these low-income ;female-headed 
+" families had at least one child under 1&years present. (Table’5) 
@ In general, low-income families were more ‘likely to,have children | 
: under. 18 years present than families above the low-income level. t 
. (76 percent and 54 percent respectively). (Tablq 5) 


@. Over one-half (53 percent). of the 10.2 million children below the . 
poverty level in 1974 were in female-headed families. - To reverse 
the perspective, children.in. female-headed families were\far more 
likely to be below the low-income level than those in male-headed 


‘ 


families (52 percent compared to 9 percent). (Table 4) 


—_) School-age ‘children, (between 5 and-17 years), comprised 31 percent 7 at ps 
~ :@f all poor persons ip 1974 and 23 percent of persons, above: the 
“poverty level. (Table 3) . oe ree - 


@ About 3.3 million’ aged persons were below. the poverty line. in 

F _ 1974. This amounts to 16 percent of all persons 65 years and 
.* over and accounts for 14 percent of all poor. persons. By com - 
.parison, the aged comprised about 10 percent of the population ", 

- above the poverty: line. (Table 3) 7 .. 4 


The majority of aged poor persons were unrelated individuals (62 percent). 
The poverty rate for aged unrelated individuals was much higher than that for 
elderly persons who were family members (32 percent compared to Xpersent).- 
“About three-fourths of aged unrelated individuals below the poverty line were 
‘women living alone. (Table. 6) = aia — 


‘ vey * -_ 
'. @ ‘About 53 percerit of all poor families had a family head who 
worked at some time during 1974, and off these low-income’ 
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families headed by a worker; 36 percent. were headed by a year- ae 
 - gound full-time worker. . (Table 7) As wouldybe expected, a..." | 
- higher proportion of low-income families with a male head than 


with a female head worked in 1974 (63 percent compared to’ 40 


- 
s 


» About 62 percent of all low-income families received somp\in~ 


ve from earnings. (Table 8) Not surprisingly, a larger \pro- _ : 
portion of low-income families with male heads have income from a 


wit _, earnings than families headed.by a female (72 percent compared 


to 50 percent) ,.. Social urity was the largest category of in- 
come other than earningsjfor low-income families headed by a man 
while public assistance was the largest category for families — 
headed by a woman. ae ee ee 


persons in families with a female head, and elderly than both the lation”. 
* above the poverty level andi the’ total populatiqn..: (Table 9). Special. attention 
will be focused on thee groups along with the working poor in the following — 
sections on the characteristics of the poverty population under alternative 


"measures in 1974 and on the changes in the poverty population over’ time. ‘Sepaf- 
ate consideration has also been given to school-age children because of the. ~ |. 
.focus of this study on Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act.‘ .. 5° 
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In summery, the current poverty population has a higher proportion of blacks,” 
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NITIONS...- 
fg i e . oe ae 
- | This section deals with the characteristics of the different poverty :popyla~ _,, ; 
tions whieh result when the various alternative definitions are used. Comparisons _ 
will be made between the low-income population in 1974 based on the current defi- | 
nition and.the populations which result from use of, each of the alternative stan— . 
dards. Selected detailed statistics. summarizing the different poverty populations. 
rare furnished for persons, families, and unrelated individuals in.Tables D-1 
thraugh-D=3. " : 7 a cae ee ro tos at be isp it ie ay 
rT 
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CHANGES RESULTING FROM ALTERNATIVE POVERTY DEF! 


es 


lccessively scaling the current poverty thresholds by 75 percent, 125. per~- 
ent, 150 percent, .and 200 percent has the latgest impact on the.number-of poor . 

persons; the poverty population is largest for 200 percent*of the current measure: ‘, 

. and smallest for 75 percent of the current measure. A pattern of increase-is ‘ob- “7 
' gérved with the upward shifts: . for every 5 percent increase in the current cut> —- 
offs, approximately two. million persons are addgd to the poverty population, and _ 
the percentage of the popiilation:counted as poor inpreases one’ percentage point. 
This pattern was also-observed for the.downward shift to 75 percent of the cur- 

“xent measure. As shown in Table 103° tie number ‘of/poor persons in 1974 rises 

from 14.5 million with 75 percent of the current ure, or 7-percent of the - 

, population to 69.4 million, or 33 percent of.she Tation with 200 percent of 

‘the current measure. — ry : en 4 o 


: a Scaling the current measure. brings changes. in the composition of the poor:_as 
“well as in the number ‘of poor. When the poverty thresholds are increased, the 
_Number of poor increases the composition of the ever larger poverty popula~ 


_, tion approaches that of th total population. ~~ 


Raising the Léveleto 125 Percent - | eet | 
° o Py ‘ oo tS ze , J 
Raising the currert thresholds to the 125 percent level increased the low- | 


income populatiori by about 10.4 million persons in 1974 and resulted ima total 
poverty population of about 34.6 million persons. (Table 11) Of the 10.4 mil- 
lion persons who were added, about 7.8 million were'white, 2.4 million were black, . 
and .2 million were of other races. This addition increased the total peg of 4” 
low-income white persons from 16.3 million to about 24 million and the total num- 
ber of low-income blacks from 7.5:million to about 9.8 millign. Although, blacks 
increased in absolute numbers, their share of the low-income population declined 
from 31 percent under the current measure to about 28 percent at the 125 percent ; 
evel. (Table 12) This is still about 2.5 times the 11 percent share which blacks ¢ ; 
‘ comprised of the total -pSpulation, but the decrease is an example of a pattern of S 
declining minority representation which persisted when the thresholds were raised — 
to the 150 and 200 percent levels. ~ a 
". .. ‘About 8.3 million or 81 percent of the persons who were added to the low- 
income population when the thresholds were raised to the 125 percent, ("near poor") 
leyel were family members. Of these additional family members, about 6.2 million 
or 74 percent were living in male-headed families and the remaining 2.1 million 
or 26 percent were living in female-headed families. e number of persons in 
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**\ iuale-headed families therefore increased from about 11 million under’ the current. 


at os evens ees. 


measure to about 17 million, and.their share of the low-income population in- 
creased from 56° to about. 62 percent. Correspondingly, persons in female~headed 


families represented a smal 


ler proportion of the poverty population at 125 per- 


oe! cent, of the poverty level than at the current ‘level. . (Tablegg}2) - 


- As thé poverty thtesholds are raised from the current measure to the 125 

] - percent: level, the proportion of the poverty population comprised of school-age 
Children (children, 5 to 17 years) ’declined from 31 percent to 29 percent. On . 
"+ the other hapd; the proportion of, low-income aged persons increased from 14 per-. 


' Cent ‘to 16 

there were 
(26 nt/of all aged per 
¢ ela@ly ‘Social Securi 


2 eurrent thresholds are 


’ fran 4.1 million to about 7 


rcent of,all poor persons. (Table 12) At the 125 percent level,’ - 
t 5.5 million persons 65 years and over- below the poverty level 


sons). As the poverty thresholds are raised, many 
ty and pension income is oniy ‘marginally higher than - . 
“recaptured".as poor. (Table 11)", — a Sar 


ging the thresholds by: 25 percent added about 2.3 million families (Table 
about 2.0 million unrelated individuals to the low-income universe in 
_ (Table 11) The number of low-income families is, therefore, increased 


.4 million. About 6.8 million or 36 percent of all 


unrelated individuals are below 125 percent of the low-income level. 


Many of the patterns observed for persons are paralleled by families when 


the’ thresholds are raised to the 125 percent level. For example, at the 125 peg- . 


cent level compared to the 
became a smaller proportion 


current level, families headed by blacks and women ; 
of dll low-income families whereas families headed 


‘by an elderly person increase their share of all low-income families. (Table 14) 


Selected poverty rates, universe totals, and proportions: are shown in fables _ 
11 through 14 for persons and families at the various alternate poverty. levels. ° 
a, °A review of these data reveals the following additional information: a oe 


e Families with child 
families below the 


ren coniprised a smaller proportion of 
"near poor" level than of families 


below the current level in 1974 (71 ‘compared to 76 percent). 


Nevertheless,..the p 
was, Still. dispropor 


representatio 
families). — 


e Small families (of 


- 9£ all low-income families when the thresholds were raised. 
to the 125 percent level. P 


e@ Compared with their 


roportion of such families’ with children 
tionately high when compared with their 


n in the total population (56 percent of all 


2 persons) increased.from 33 to 35 percent 


current poverty level ‘counterparts, family 


heads below the "near poor" level were more likely to have. 


worked at some time 


during the year. More were likely to 


have received earnings. income (65 percent compared to 62 
percent) and fewer were likely to have received public / 
“ assistance income (35 compared to’ 40 percent). A larger 


“~ | proportion of "near poor”. families than current measure — 
~<* families received some Social Secyrity incdme (28 percent 
ne compared to 24 percent). —— . 
° Raising to HigherCLevels — 150 and 200 Percent «8 
: ‘Generally, the patterns of change which occurred when the low-income thresh- 
. olds were raised to'the 125 percent level persisted when the thresholds were 
 increased.to the 150 and 200 percent levels. A,review of the poverty univer se 
. totals and rates furnished in“Tables 11 and 13 reveals the magnitude of the 
across-the-board ,jncreases which occur. As may be seen, increasing the thresh- 
_ e1dS*to the. 150 percent Ievel raised the total number of poor persons to about _ 
45.2 million of 22 percent of all’persons. When the currerit- thresholds were oy 
doubled, the number of poor reached 69.4 million asd the poverty rate was 3300 + © 
ian : oF A eae mae a » AS 
"At the°150 percent level, the poverty rate for persons in families with a 
_ female head was about 53 percent and at the 200 percent level, the rate reached 
64 percent. The poverty rates for blacks were also quite high at these levels 
(49 percent\and 62 percent respectively). ‘(Table 11) _ , 3 
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Although the poverty rates for persons in*families with a. female head and . 
blacks were very higMat these increased poverty levels, the share of the low- 
income population that these groups have is smaller than at the lower levels, 
more closely reflecting their representation in the total population. (Table. 
12). While persons in families with a female head represented 44 percent of all 
poor family members using the current measure, and 39 percent at the 125 percent — 
level, they represented 33.percent of all poor ‘family members at th 150 percent 
level and declined to 25 percent of poor family members at the 200 perkent level. ° 


As the poverty level is raised from the current measure to 125 percent and ~ 

“3450 percent and then 200 percent, the proportion.of the low-income populati6n ° 
that was compr ised of blacks declined from 31 percent to 28 percent, to 26 per- 
cent, and then to 21 percent. > a co. 


Both the elderly and school-aged ghildren comprised a more stable propor-. 
. tion of the poverty population than blacks and persons in female-headed families 
as the thresholds are raised to higher levels. At the 200 .percent level 28 per- 
_ gent of the low-income population was comprised of school-aged children;. the 
- Figures were not much different at the 125 percent. and 150 percent levels, and 
at. the current level, the proportion was 31 percent. (Table 12) 
similarly, about’ 15 percent of the poverty population was elderly at the 200 
percent level; the figures were about the same at~the 125 percent and 150 percent 
. levels. and about. 13.6 percent of the poverty population was elderly using the, 
current measure. (Table 12) — : 


. ' As the poverty levels are raised from the current level to the 200 percent 
level, the proportion of low-income families in 1974 that were headed by workers 


reased from'53 percent to 63 percent. (Table 14) | ees = 
» «+ 26 
23 
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3% af- the Current Level <a. 7 . 

At the 75% level, there were 14.5 million persons below the poverty. level in 
174.°'(Table D-1). This was the lowest poverty figure produced by any of the 12 : 
Lternatives. While this figure can be used in some instances ‘to identify those 4 
st severely in need, it is important to note the limitations of the income con- é 
spt at this level. . a 


« 


Of -the families with incomes below 75 percent of the poverty level, about 2 
srcent had incomes of under $1,000. 3/ This figure includes. those families that - 
are classified as having no income in the income year along with those reporting _ 
loss in net income from’farm and nonfarm self-employment or. in rental income. 
1‘addition, many of these families were living on income "in kind," savings, - 
¢ gifts: These sources are not included aS income in the CPS. Many were-newly 
mstituted. families ‘or ‘families in which the sole breadwinner had recently died 
c had left the household and whose income was, therefore, not counted as part of 
re family's income.. On.the basis of available data, it is not possible. to’ de~. . 
armine. accurately the economic well-being of’ these families. AS the poverty. 
avel -is. raised, these families become a‘ smaller proportion of the low-income ~~ 
ypulation. | = ee ey 


In any event, the low-income population at the 75 percent level in 1974 was - | 
jre Jikely to. be comprised’of blacks and persons in families with a female head 
yan the. poverty population at the current jevel. (Table D-1) On the other 
and, the elderly. comprised only 10 percent of all poor at. the 75 percent level 
ympared-to.14 percent’at the’ current level. School-aged children and Families 
2aded by workers represented ‘about the same proportion of the poor at the 75 
ercent level as :at the current level. = . é 
implifications of the Poverty Definition a ; See . ear Se 
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In contrast to the sharp changes observed in the size and composition. of’ the 
ow-income population when the poverty measure was scaled, very Slight changes: 
ccur whep the current poverty measure is simplified. ee ea 


_ Shifting from the current 124 census thresholds to the 62 nonfarm poverty 
utoffs inc#éased. the size of the low-income population by about. 274,000 persons 
from 24.3 million persons to. 24.5 million). . (Table 15) Further simplifying 
he current definition to 31 male nonfarm thresholds yields a poverty count of 
bout. 25.1 million persons as does ‘the’last simplification to the weighted male 
onfarm. thresholds. : ee | S . 


o 
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~ Not surprisingly, such small changes in the total: number of persons in pov- 
rty.do not alter the composition of the. current poverty population. . Under the 
hree simplifications, blacks still comprise 31 percent.of all poor persons, per- 
ons in. families with female heads comprise about: 44 percent of all poor family 
embers (45-perdent under the 2nd simplification), the elderly comprise. about 14: 
ercent of poor persons,: and school-aged. children’ represent 31 percent. (Tables . 
6, 17, and 18) a 7 = a F -  @ 
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°, Single-Dollar Poverty Definitions aa. , 


. «3 Using the low single-dollar standard ($3,200) resulted. in a poverty popula- 
. tion’ in 1974 of 17.4 million persons which 4s considerably lower than the fig-- 
gre, of 24/3 million,derived from the current freasure, and is, -in facf, the lowest 
¥ of.all the alternatives with the exception of/75 percent of the current theasure. 
On, the other hand, the high standard (weigh average threshold for a nonfarm | 
4—person family of $5,038 in 1974) resulted’ in a poverty population of 32,%,mil- 

~ lion which was somewhat lower than the figure of 34.6 million that resulted from 
the 125 percent. level. (Table 19). s 


. * 


_. Use of the single-dollar standard greatly altered the composition of the 

_ poverty population in terms’ of family status and ‘age. While. unrelated individ- 

¢uals represented about 20 percent of the current povérty poptilation, they repre- 
sented abouff. 42° percent of the poverty population using the low staridard and 32 
percent using the high standard. (Table 20) Use of the low standard increased 


the number of: pobr unrelated individuals from 4.8 million under the current 
standard to 7.3 hillion, and use of the high: standards:further increased their =. 
~* number to, 10.5: ‘Lion. The only figure for unrelated individuals from the other °* 


‘ alternatives that approached this figure was that of 10.3 million at the 200 per-’ 

* eent level. (Table 11) This is not surprising since the single-dollar cutoff of 

-’ $5038 for an unrelated individual was considerably higher than the cutoff for 
fost of the other alternatives. . ‘ 


Closely related to the increase in the proportion of unrelated individuals, 
. in the poverty populations derived from the two single-dollar cutoffs is the:in-” 
-crease in the proportion of the elderly in these poverty populations. (Table-20) 

While the elderly-represented 14 percent of the poor under th¢ current measure, 

they represefted 29 percent of, the poor under the low standard and 27 percent — 
-under the high standard. « — ° : \ 7 
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_.. Conversely/ schd$l-aged children repress. a much smaller proportion of 

' the poor under these single-dollar alternatives than under the current measure. 

The proportion dropped from 31: percent under the current measure to 17 .percent 
for ‘the low standard and 18 percent for the high staridard. (Table 20): ~ 


‘. ™ Blacks also /represented a smaller proportion of the poverty population under 
_, these two alternatives ‘than under the current measure, but the change was not as 
“ @ramatic-as for school*aged children.’ (Table 20) — 
:/+. About 3.4-million“famflies had incomes below $3,200. (Table. 21). This was © 
ithe smallest number of poor familiés produced by any of the various alternatives . 
"that ate being tested with the exception of the 75 percent alternative. _ . 
-7.5 million families had incomes below ‘the nonfarm 4-person ‘threshold of $5038.) . 


; : 6 ee ae ear : eae ae ; 
. SPable-22 shows that compared with their census low-incomecounterparts, fam- 
_ ilies whose incomes are’ below $3,200 or $5,038 were more’ likely to be small (less 
_. thah three persons) - This is because the single-dollar cutoffs do not allow for 
differences in family: size; large and small families have the same cutoff. 
While the $3,200 level is near-the cutoff for small familiés: under ‘the..current 
definition, it is lower than the cutoff for large families, thus resulting in a 


ve 
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. disproportionately high number of small families. On the othér- hand, the $5,038 
- cutoff. is much higher. than the census cutoff for smal} families, again resulting . 
_in a disproportionaly high, number of sm¥ll families. In addition, Table 22 shows ~ 


:-". that Iow-income’families under the single-dollar cutoffs compared to. families be-- 
‘low the current definition were more likely to be childless, headed by an aged _ 

- “pergon, white, and to be receiving Social Security income and less likely to have 
“worked at’ some time during 1974. Families headed by women represented about the. ce 
_Same proportion of all poverty families under the $3,200 cutoff as under the cur- . 
7 rent measure whereas ‘they ‘represented a smallexg@proportion under the high single- _— 
.) , dolar cutoff than, under the: current’ measure. ht a ee Se 


” . Median-Based Poverty Definitions p Be ee ea ee ee ee ee: & 
In 1974, 36.4 million persons or. about 17.4 percent of the population were — 
in families or were urfrelated individuals with incomes of less than one-half -the 

*. ational median ($6,418 for families and $2,220 for unrelated individuals). 

=" (fable 23) This figure of 36.4 million poor. was considerably higher than 

_,, -the census figure of 24.3 million; in fact it was somewhat higher than the 
" ., figure: of 34.6 million at the 125 percent level. (Table 11) 

ar an bo ae a r : , ‘ 


Sere Although’the total: number. df poor was higher when one-half the median was 

ei Niseqg'than when the current poverty level was used, the number of unrelated indir 3. 
" ‘:widuals was lower under this alternative. (Table 23),''This is to be expected’ be~...". . 
~ >.“ eause the cutoff of $2,220 representing one-half. the median for unrelated individ- 
“gals in 1974 was lower than the census nonfarm thresholds for unrelated individu- 

. als. . Unrelated individuals comprised about 20 percent of the ‘current poverty pop-_ 
y ulation, but they represented only 12 percent of the poverty population generated... 
“\” “by one-half the national median. (Table 24) - Pg 4 ere. 


- °. While unrelated individuals represented a smaller proportion of the poverty 
__ «3population below one-half the median than below the current poverty level, the 
elderly::represented’a higher proportion (21 percent compared to 14 percent). | 
(Table 24) The elderly population resulting from.this poverty definition was 
‘unique ‘because it included so many family members. About 76 percent of the poor a 
' elderly below one-half the median were family members compared to 38 percent for . 
the current poverty level. (Table D-lj 0 ° > 
. oo In contrast to the*elderly,. scheéol-aged children comprised .a.smaller propor~. ... 
- »,. tion Of the population below one-half the median thah below ,the current poverty 
“:Jevel. (23 percent compared te 31 percent). (Table 24)" In fact, the proportion _ 


-.,°:@£ children in the poverty population below.one-half the median ‘was very Close'to 
“ - the proportion of school-aged children in the total population. ‘Only. the two. . 

+ (gingle-dollar standards yielded populations comprised of, smaller: proportions of - 

“-.  “gehool-aged children. -. . re 2 a ie " 

. .  Blaeks and persons in families with a female head also comprised smaller 

proportions of the. poverty population below, one-half the median than below the = = 

current ‘poverty.definition. (Table 24) es oe a fo 


next ‘ 


ae About 10.9 million ‘families’ have incomes of less than one-half the median 
(Table 25) — the second largest number of poor families resulting from the’ 
; 29 ; . > . ‘ a : a 
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alternatives “tested. “Only by doubling the. current poverty threshol 
poor families produced. (Table 13) - One-half the median is, in effect, a.single- 


we 


are more. - 


dollar threshold for families and thus families below $6,418 have character istics 


tional: median family income as the base. < 
-'male-headed family with @ children) and . 
types using the need’ equivalence rates showmr vy Table 2.,4/ ° a 


similar to those below the two other single-dollar thresholds; i.e., they: are 


~* «More likely to be small, elderly, and childless than their current measure counter- 
_ parts. (Table, 26) oe : i 


a. ee 
Tne second median-based measure was, Y 


¥ 


e.: 
iweting it for the: remaining Samily 
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_.. ‘Moving from a median-based poverty measure. that is not adjusted for family _ 


““sl¥e, to one that is adjusted has a pronounced effect on thie distribution of the — 


w-income population by family stat 1s even: though the size .o e total low . 
income population is not affected much. (It remained at about ‘36 million for 


-. both relative measures.). As ilay be seen from Table 23, adjusting fof family com 


position. and "need" increases the total number of poor unrelated individuals from ° 
4.2 million to 7.1 million. Unrelated individuals now represent about the same 


. proportion of the poverty population as under the current measure (20 -percent).. 


«. Million to ;7.8 million. .(Table 25) 


- the median-generated poverty population.more like the current poverty population, . 


iedy 


(Table" 24) On the other hand, the number of poor families decreased from 10.9 — 
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In addition, adjusting the median for family size makes. the eomposition of 


b 


median poverty population compared to’ 23: percent for the ‘unadjusted median and “31-.: ; 
percent for the current theasure..” The elderly declined from 21 percent of the 


in terms of age... School-aged children 1 presented 29 percent of the adjusted 


. poverty population using the unadjusted median ‘to 16 percent using the adjusted 


’ median while. the proportion for the current poverty population was 14 percent. °- 
-(Table 24) ae ee a . 


Actually, the ‘composition of the poverty population for the adjusted median + 


; in terms of race and sex of head as well as age was very similar to the composi- _ 
- tion of the poverty population below 125 percent of 
cutoffs for the base family were close ($6,418 for 


e poverty level because the 
alf the’median and $6,250. for 


125 percent) and the equivalence scales were the~Same. ses 


gable 25 shows that moving from’ an unadjusted median to a median-based méa- 


ss gure! adjusted for family size’ cduSes the following: chahges .to océur.tosthe pov- 


= “erty rate for families in terms of age of family head; size of family, and’ 


presence of children: ; os fe 


“t,he poverty rate for older families declined from 43 percent using ~ 
the unadjusted standard to about 18 percent using the adjusted 
median-based thresholds. The poverty rate for 2-person families » | 
_ declined from 29 percent to 13 percent while the poverty rate for 
large: (five: plus: person) families increased from 13 percent £0 *20,. 
percent. ‘There way a dramatic reduction in the poverty rate for. - 
childl@ss families (from 22 percent to 11 percent). : oe 


38000. 
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nstructed by using ‘one-half the «fi. eee 
family threshold (nonfarm 4~person "° - 
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of a "typicdi”™ or. base case family is adjusted us 


: t. 
ge 


> When the third median-based measure is used and one-half the median income 


ing the current poverty measure 


equivalence scale, the population which results is close. in number: and composition 
to the pdpulation which results when the current thresholds are increased by 50 
percent because yeing the equivalence scale to adjust one-half a "typical" a 
+n 


- family's ‘median, 


come ($7,002 -in:1974} yields a matrix of poverty thrésholds:. 8 bie 


that is very similar: to. the one whi@ results when the poverty thresholds 
/ , ake. raised to ‘the 150 percent level. ($7,500 is the cutoff for a "typical" 
“i. # family at the 150 percent level.) An examination 


“pscextént of these similarities.’ 
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The effect of the alternative poverty defini 


i acteristics of those who would be counted as poor 


tidh' of ‘the variations by family size. = 


“While there were sharp changes in the number 


of the appropriate columns 


‘Vand-data items in Tables 23 through. 26 and 11 through 14 will indicate the 


-~ = 


- 


tidéns on the’nvinber. and ichar- ~~ 


: is substantial,"in “some casés 
sition of the poor varies the most with two basic charges in the poverty * 


_ definitjfon: “€irst, large increments in the level 


‘of the thresholds, and second, 


: 


eee et ee 
of poor under the 12 alter- 0°" 


native measures, the proportion of the poverty population composed of school-aged 


«+ @hildren. was fairly stable,. ranging from 28 perce 


sures tested with the exdeption of those that wer! 
(the two single-dollar cutoffs ‘and half the. U. Ss. 
- portion was considerably lower under these méasur 


nt to 32 percent for all the mea~ - 
not adjusted for family size ~ ; 
dian unadjusted). The pro~- 
es.(17 percent for the low |; — 


single-dollar cutoff, 18 percent for the high single-dollar cutoff, and 23 per*". 


cent for the unadjusted median). (Figure 1) 
wot : a. Pecos ' 3 : 


Similarly, the pEoportion of the: poverty population composed of the elderly : 


£anged “from 13 to 17 percent for all the measures tested with the exception of _ 

those invarian® with:respect: to family size and the 75 percent level. ‘In this 
_ ‘situation, the proportion was considerably higher 

measures than for most of the other measures. The elderly represented about 29 


. “ percent of the poverty population under the low s 
under the high single-dollar cutoff ;:and 21 perce 
median. .‘In ‘contrast, the. elderly represented onl 


ulation :below the 75 percent level. (Figure.2) °° ae ade 


| \. )Generally, as the poverty levels were increa 
- income population. in terms of race, sex, and wor k 


using the family size, invariant 


ingle-dollar cutoff, 2? percent 
nt using half the unadjusted ~ 

y 10 percent of ‘the poverty pop- . 
sed the composition of the low-” 
experience of the family head 


approached that of, the,total population. When the cutoffs were raised, families. 
’ headed by workersbecame a larger proportion of poor families while blacks and 
_ persons: in families with a female head became a smaller proportion of the ‘poor., :,.. 
However, even at ‘the 200 percent level, blacks and pezsons in families with a_ ms 


** gemale head were overrepresented among the ‘poor c 


ompared to the total population.- . 


(Pigures 3 and.4)~ The invariant poverty . resholds, “én the, other hand, produce a 
‘ poverty population: with proportionately’fewer families. (especially large fami- - | 


hee’ 


lies), more untelated individuals, fewer “fémale-h 


a ee | eo 


eaded, and more elderly. 


ve 
. e 


The simplifications of the current 


“-:tfons' for sex of head, farm residence, and presence of children, have a negligi- 
_ble effect on both the size and composition of the poverty population. 


. * § 


poverty measure, by eliminating distinc— - - 2 
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-.. hé dedian income for four-person f 


re oe aoe oe j . 
Ho gs + DIFFERENCES OVER TIME 
ns a , ' ‘ ae a s 
Poverty definitions differ in th tianner in-which they are updated over time. 
All measures based on‘ the current.'definition are updated each year by the percent-, 
‘.- age increase in the cp apne es atone gee ae fixed measures). + 
|The relative measures, baged*on median income, aré updated each year as income 
Mevets change. Only one of th verty measures analyzed, the $3,200 single-. _ 
dollar threshold (low single-doflar threshold) was ‘invarant over time; ‘This: ° 
section considers changes in the effect of the different poverty measures over * 
time, with a view to determinikg the’ stability of the patterrs obServed:in the ,, 
1974 data... The analysis in this efe for 1908, 1f"0, IDS, 1594, ang 9) from’). * 


_ the March Current Population Surveys for 1968, 1970, 1972, 1974, and.1975.*, 
(calendar or income years-1967, 1969, 1971, 1973!, and 1974).: For this analysis, . 
it is convenient to distinguish between the relative measures and all of the 
others. For this purpose, the term "fixed measures” will be used throughout 
this section to connote the non-relative measures. ° ja 


‘ ‘ we 


: ; : . ; v a> 2 usta - . * , oy / 

exc. Begween.1967,.and 1974, the total populatioh_increased by almost 15 million 

‘persons,’ and- the ‘poverty population under the current definition dropped from 

_+almost 28 million to 24 million. (Table:27). The descent was not smooth, how- 
ever, with increases occurring between 1969 and 1971 and between:1973: ang.1874. . 
(Figure 5) This same trend was reflected «in the three progressive simplifica- 

ons of the current measure, in the four scalings*of the current measure (75 . 

 ypercent,'125 percent, 150 percent, and 200 percent) and with the high single- 

. @pllar cutoff. 5/ As would be expected, the invariant’ threshold of $3,200 re~ - 
‘ghlted-in a Jarge and stéady.fall.in the number of poor persons-from 29 million © 
ir 1967 to 17 million in 1974. This illustrated what would happen, if poverty - 
cutoffs were not adj&sted for rising prices or a rising’ standard of Living. 


~” qhe ‘poverty counts fromthe relative measur¢s, based on median income, ex- ° 
hibited much legs vi&riation: over time than the fixed méasures..’ For 50 percent of . 
amiies, adjysted, the counts, were, virtually 
- invariant, and for*50 percént.of median family income, adjusted, only slightly 

“more change over time wag apparent. With thé unadjustéd 50 percent U.je“median | 

_ income, the number of poofpersons increased between"1967 and 1973, and remained Be 

about the Same between 1973 and ‘1974. In fact, none of the relative measures 
¢ resulted in ah increase in the number of poor between 1973 and 1974 as Gid the 

' fixed measures. (Table. 27): ne a 

oe 8 “8 . i - ee : . a é ; : 

“ "2" the difference’ in the changes in the number of poor between 1967 asa 10h 
using fixed and relative measures can be explained by the difference in. the pro- 

_ cedure used to update thesé measures. As ‘shown in;Table 28 the poverty threshs __ 
olds updated by chariges’ in the Consumer Price Index (all but the median-based - "| 
relative measures and the low single-dollar cutoff) have increased about 48 per- 

cent between 1967 and 1974 whereas -the relative cutoffs’ have increased by about | 


a 


<< | + @2 percent during this game period. In other words,-between 1967 and 1974 me- 


" “ @ian income ‘has’ increas§d more than the cost of living as measured by the CPI.-- 
«. ... Because the cutoffs for the median-based measures have kept pace with the. over; 
v: ° ath increase in income level between 1967.and 1974, -the number of poor based on 
ee* these measures did not decline.:- However, singg the cutoffs. for thé measures 
os . ON SES. » 2000 ae = fag 


. . : . 7 : . 
updated by the CPI did not keep pace with the overall increase in income level, 
the number of poor based on these measures decreased. 


There. were two time periods, however, during which real median income did 


aa 


8 


e 


not: increase — 1969-1971, and! 197371974. During the 1969-1971 period there was ,. = 
‘no significant change. in real median income, and between 1973 and 1974-real me- 


‘dian income declined., , Parallelling the decline in real median income between 
(1973,.and .1974, the ‘cutoffs, -for the median~based relative measures did not in- 
“e@gea@se-as much as the ‘eutoffssfor the fixed measures “and, therefore, the poverty 


“dalint based on’ the- relative measures did nodt increase as, did, the count, based on . d 
the fixed -measures. ee Rae el eee 1S 
Figure 6 shows that the poverty, rate for at .'persons undér the sgh ole 
: a‘ Tey 0 Oy base 


measures followed the same trend’ as the number of poor between 1967 ani 


_ Elderly _ ; . 

a “« The largest, differences from the general pattern of poverty rates over time _ 
“were observed among the elderly and-petsons in female-headed ‘families. For .the 
elderly, the poverty rates under all définitions displayed a Strong and steady: 
downward trend’ from 1967 to 1973 ‘(particularly between 1971 and 1973). As would 
be ,expected, the decline in: the poverty rate for the elderly was not as sharp 
using the relative measutes as.for the fixed measures; and the constant $3,200 © 
cutoff yielded the largest decline. \Table 29) This improvement ‘in the economic 
‘position of the elderly is largely a result of increases in Social Security bene- 
- fits after 1970, and to a’ lesser extent, larger and more widespread private 


pensions. . 
‘Me ey * c the : 


oy 


rate as the CPI in'contiast the larger increases observed in the early 197! 
- The poverty rates for. the elderly appeared to decliné Sonfewhat -for. all measures 


‘between 1973..and 1974. However, because of sampling variability, a definite state- 


“ment can only be made about the,.differences for the relative measures;. other small 
qifterences were not statistically significant at “the 95 percent confidence level. 
- Nevertheless, the poverty Yate for the, elderly',in ‘1974 wasywell below the 

_ rate in 1967 under, all the alternatives. Figure 7 shows that in 1974 the’poverty 


rate for the elderly under the current measure was approximately the same as for " 


school-aged children, whereas in 1967 the rate for the elderly was considerably 
«higher than that for school-aged children (30 percent compared to 16 percent). . 
“he gap ‘between the poverty rate for the elderly and school-aged children has 
narrowed under the other alternatives too..- .. 
“ * x: _ 3 ; \ ; e ~ _* : . 
- Reflecting the overall: decline in poverty incidence for the. elderly, the 
elderly, have become a smaller proportion of the poor gince 1967 under all ; 
measuffes:with the exception.of the 150, and 200 percent levels. At the 150 © 
percent level, they represented about the same proportion of the poor as in | 


r 


we 


aes 
i ; ! a 2 fae : : a ‘ 
. Between 1973" and. p74 Special Security benefits increased at, about the’ sane. a 
6 ‘Se 


oe 


ie 


:. 1967;. and at the 200. percent level, they represented a higher proportion. rs 


(Figure 8). 
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Female-Headed Families me 
_ '* «Tn contrast, to the steady decrease in the poverty rate for the elderly be- — 
“tween: 1967 and 1973, the poverty rate for persons in families with a female head 
increased under: all three relative measures during this period. (Table 30) 
’ Between’ 1973 arid: 1974, however, tHe poverty rate for persons in families headed 
we a woman decreased under these. measures. ‘This pattern of a rising poverty rate .. 
{ to 1973 followed by a dtOp was even soa aera for families receiving public 
_‘ assistance under the’ relative measures. .In fact, for all: poverty definitions, 
“| jthe decline in the poverty rate from’ 1973 to. 1974 was very strong for families 
' rec@iving public assistance. (Table 31)’ he oye oe ee rere 
'-¥-; “In-contrast to the relative measures, under the fixed measures: thé paver ty” 
' rate for persons in families with a ‘female head @ither, showed,a slight decrease 
—-’* -bpetweeri-1967 and 1974, or else the char§e was n&t statistically significant.’ -— 
Under the’low single-dollar chtoff,-there-was a..sharp decrease in the poverty 
tatg for persons in families with a female head between 1967 and 1974. oa 
: . ; 3 : . % . na. A 7 ee — : 
Persons in families with a female head represented an increasing proportion - 
of,all poverty persons under -each measure between 1967: and 1974. While growing 
' 02 from 9 to 11 percent of the general population, this group rose from 25 percent 
Of the poverty populatiori under: ‘the current measure in 1967 to 35 per¢ent in 
_- 1974.. (Figure 9) "Gains of.5 to 10 percentage. points were made under the alter- 
' mative measures. Families receiving public assistance experienced an ever larger 
growth over the. period, from 4 percent to 8 percent of all families and from 21 _ 
percent to 40 percent of poor families under the current measure. ' (Figure 10). 


School-Aged Children and Blacks 


_ ee | on 
constant propostion of. © ~ 
fween 1967 and 1974 , 


-, School-aged children and blacks remained a fairl 
: ‘the low-income population under all the alternatives 
-, «:(Bables 32 and 33) while ¥, iliés with'earnings have become a*declihing pro- . | 
portion: of the’ poor-undef @H definitions since 1967. le 34; Figure 11) 
.In both 1967 and 1974 they represented the lowest propdrtidn: of tHe poor under, 
“the low single-dollar cutoff and the highest proportion under’ the 200 percent — 
alternative. Unrelated. individuals have become an inéreasing proportion of 
_ the low-income population,urder'all alternatives with the exception of the 
“75 percent measure. ,The increase was sharpest -for the two single-dollar cut- 
. offs. ‘(Table 35)" ee we te OR Ce Oe ae pee og 
Although there were changes in the composition of the poor in terms. of the 
- elderly. and persons in families with a female. head between 1967 and 1974, the 
, finding ‘from the 1974 data that even at the 200 percent,level these two groups _ 
- as well.as blacks were overrepresentéd among’ the poor held true for other years. 
hg . r : . 
4... ‘The regularity of the increase in the number of poor persons observed for 
” the.1974 data as+the current poverty, threshalds: are raised successively to the 
200: percent level was also’ observed for the 1973 data ~~i.e., for each increase 
of 5 percent in the current poverty matrix, an additional 2 million persons were - 
‘counted as Nor . The increase in the poverty count for the 1969 an@1971 data 
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vaveraged about .2.4. million for each 5 percent increase in the poverty cutoff and . 
in. 1967 the increase. averaged about: 2.6 million\ For all years, the increase in 
{ the poverty colint was shightly highes for the 150-200 percent interval than for 
the other intervals; (Tables .36;. 3%) ° } os 


\ Summarg . ah 
‘The subgroups that deviated most from the general pattern noted for the 

_. total, population of declinirig poverty rates under the fixed measures and fairly 
constant poverty rates.under the es vith a fenale. between 1967 and 1974 were 


’ is 


the elderly and persons ‘in: families with a female head. The poverty rate for 
~ the elderly declined under the relative Measures as well as under the fixed, 


im, Measures during the 1967 to 1974 period. while the poverty rate ‘for persons ine iets 
'"\+ families with a female head reniained ‘fairly constant under the “fixed measures.” “+ 2 


.» between 1967: and 1974, ‘but showed.an incyease under, the, nelative measures be- 
tween 1967 and 1973/and ‘then a drop betwedn 1973 and’ 194g OE a 
ae ae e : 


For some of ‘th Subgroups such 40, blacks’and unrelated indlividua§s, Qov- 
erty rates.do not 4 O w “the We general S as. “thé: 1 POP ee 
ulation; in fact in e ifstances it is difficult to pinpoint a pattern. Tiiése, 

“Groups , however, comprise relatively small proportions of the total’ population r] 
and consequently small-changes over time are difficult to measure. from sample 
‘gurvey results. © - : ar, 


t 


| . In-general, there are two differences in the trends. for Subgroups compared to 
-- tthe overall trends for the general population. The poverty rates under the rela- 
"tive measures were not as stable and constant: for the subgroups over the period, — 


“ glthough the difference was not consistent among the subgroups. Both upward and. - 


downward trends were observed in addition to greater variability in both diréc- 


tiong from one year to the next. The greater variability observed for the sub- ¥ ~ 


'- groups may Tiot actually ‘mean thatthe im distribution of-subgroups is ©; =», 

net a& stable as the distribution for the population as a whole, but rather’ ' 

that we’ have “a harder ‘timé measuring.the distribution for subgroups over time ~ 

. because of the small sample size of some of the groups. Also, these differences 
‘may reflect’ changes in the composition of. the population as a-whole. .A;second 
difference was that the poverty rates of the subgroups at successively higher 

» Jevels.of the current thresholds, especially 200 percent of the current measure, 
-did-not exactly mirror the pattern over time of the poverty rates with the 
current measure. =.” _ - - 7 4 
aaa a ; 
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_«.# Although .some..cather large changes in poverty rates and in the conipdsition | : 
_ ‘of the poor occurred over ‘thé eight-year ‘period’, the differences between any two” 
_ adjacent years were not large. Furthermore, the same groups were overrepresenteg 
among the poor in 1974 as in 1967. aoe, _ / ee 
: ; , : f : as ~ . : ‘ 
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GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION OF POVERTY 
The preceding sections have dealt with the ,impact of the thirteen poverty 
definitions at the national level, based on tabu¥ations from the March Current » 
~*- Population Surveys. «Although the CPS ig geographically representative, ‘the 
sample size of about 47,000 households is not large. #nough to yield statistically 
_--. geliable estimates of the number of poor at the state level; chis point has been 
- further ‘elaborated in Chapter III of ope -Measure of Poverty: Therefore, in Order *. 
* to investigate the impact of the definitions on the geographic distribution of .*. 
./ the poor, it was necessary: to use the. One Percent Sample.of the. 1970 Census of: t: 
Population, which contains over 6 milliop, households. This section discusses ° 
‘data, for the poverty population by ‘states: in. 1969, nae 2 a ; , 


ee Ray ar a tee oS 7% eg 
“Differences Between CPS and Decennial ‘Census Statistics," 0. 


¥ : . . a” 3 


for that year from the Current’ lation Survey of March. 1970 despite the fact 
_, that the same bagic concept was u in both instances. In general, the number - 
_ of persohs and ilies below*thé poverty level reported in the cansus is higher. 
than that reported in the Current Population Survey. The number of poor persgns 
if the 1970 census was 27.1 million compared to 24.1 million derived from the 
“March 1970 Current Population Survey. The comparable. figures for low-income 
| families were 5.5 million and 5.0 million, respectively, | - 


i “tg Statistics on-income in, ion collected in the 1970 census differ from data 


_ 4 Tere are several reasons for these differences. ,In the first place, the 
"| small group. of Current ,Population Survey interviewers was more experienced, and *’. 
had more intensive training and supervision than the large number of tempotary’ 
census’ enumerators and may have more often obtained more accurate answers from 
respondents. Furthermore,, approximately 60 percent of the households were self- — 
_ enumeratéd in the 1970 census. Moreover, income data in the Current Population 
.. Survey-are based.on responses to separate questions:on eight types of income, as 
well as responses to additional yes=no circles within three of these questions, 
‘whereas in the census six questions were used. In addition, college students are 
generally enuniérated at their own homes-in the Current Population Survey and 
1... Classified as family members, but were enumerated at their college residence in: 
the census, usually as secondary individuals. * . . 7 ' 


: Changes a of Poverty Population = i 


Concerm about the geographic distribution of poverty arises from the manner 
in which funds are distributed under Title I of the Elementary and. Secondary Ed- * | 
‘ucation Act.” The formula allocates available funds according to the number of 
.. school-aged children in families with incomes below the appropriate poverty cut~ + 
offs. Thus, the relevant criterion is a state's share of the pool of eligible 
_children (i.e., of the national count of poor, school-aged children). Therefore, 
ry, the analysis in this section is concerned with changes in the share of the total’ . 
poverty popu¥ation from the share‘existing under.,the current, official poverty ~ 
measure. . Tables 38 to 41 show the distribution of poor persons and children by 


state for the alterhative measures, of poverty, as,well as the poverty, rates for 


of 


these groups under the alternative measures. F 
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Figure 12"illustrates the changes. in the share of poverty for each region 


under the alternative poverty definitions. In each case, the bar onthe graph 


relative to its share under the current: defikition, As an aid in comparing 
' effects, we introduce the notion,of a share ratio, defined as a region's per- 
- eantage of the nation's poor population resulting from an alternative measure . 
' Aivided by its percentage resulting from the current definition. (Both percent~ 


esents the region's share of the me detlgicion, he under each definition — 


6 are based.on the same year’, 1969.) A ratio of 1.0 indicates that a region's . 


are ip unchanged by the alternative measure; a ratio smaller ‘than 1.0 indicates 9“ 


> @ decr share. For example, the’ Northeast contains .17.9 .petcent of the 27.4° 
‘million poor persons ‘in the United States under the current definition: in 1969; 


raising the current, poverty thresholds by .25.percent results in a poverty popula- 


' tion of 37.5 million persons, of which 18.4 percent ‘reside in the Northeast. 
. Therefore, the share ratio for the Northeast under the upward scaling of the cur= 


‘rent measure by 25 percent is 1.03: (18.4/17.9). 


, 


Several broad, regional patterns emerge £rom Figure 12. The South's share of 


' poor persons generally decreases, Or remains unchanged, for every alternative pov-’. 
erty measure, with the exception of 75 percent of the current measure. In this 
-, gitudtion,, the South's share’ increases slightly. Conversely, the other regions 


generally increase their share of the poverty population.. 


These regional changes, for the most part, are rot largé. - Significant 
changes’ (5 permpent or More) from the share of poverty under the current ‘measure 


- gecur only wheh the current official poverty matrix is raised by 50 percent or 


100’ percent or when the single-dollar thresholds are used. The progressive ‘sir 


ions of the current official measure have a negligible im@act on the re- 


‘gional distributions.of poverty. Both single-dollar ‘thresholds: reduce the South's = -- 


,, Share of poor persons. by 9.percent, increase the North Central's by 9 percent, and 
_. increase the West's and the Northeast's by about 6 to 7 percent. . Raising the cur- 
rent official poverty matrix by 100 percent decreases the South's share by 13 per- 


' cent, increases the Northeast's and North Central's shares by 12 to 13 percent, 
-. and increases the West's share by 6 percent. = 


mn _. . These broad regional patterns obscure some. differences at the state level. - 
Por example, by using 75 percent. of the current measure, Mississippi and the 


ner 


* @oes the South as a whole, while Delaware, Oklahoma, and Texas decrease their | 


District of Columbia increase their share of the poverty population more than . 


_ shares... Not all Southern States consistently reduce their share of the poverty - 
* population for the other’ 1] alternative poverty measures, aS does the South as 


“a whole.’ 


Several alternatives increase the positions of Florida, Maryland, Oklahoma, 


“sand Virginia, although usually only slightly. Several Southern States have 
“" greater losses than does’the South as a whole. Three states in the North Central 


region experience a significant loss (i.e., larger than 5 percent of their pre- 
sent share of the national poverty population): North Dakota under both the | 
$3200 single-dollar cutoff and 75 percent of the current measure, and Iowa and 


Minnesota under 75: percent of: the current measure. Other states in this region - 


experience slight losses for some alternatives, .and the pattern of significant 


“gains varies among the states for the different alternatives. All Northeastern 


O- 
ERIC 


25. 


38 ar 


° 


States with the exception of Rhode Island and Connecticut experience ‘significant 
losses at 75 percent of the current measure. Rhode Island is the only exception ~ 
to the general rise in the share of the poor in the Northeast States under the 


frher altegnatives; its share is reduced consistently,: although significantly 


only once. New York does not exhibit a significant gain or loss in its share 
of .the poor ‘under any alternative studied with the exception of the 75 percent 
measure. A mixed pattern.is observed among the states in the Western region, 

with more states experiencing a relative decline in their share of poverty than 


_in the Northeast and North Central regions. However, few of these losses are 


. “gighificant. New Mexico and Arizona are the most consistent losers under the 


s. alternatives, and Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming the most consistent and signifi- 


‘cant gainers in the West. Tables 42 and D-4 provide detail on the effect of 
the alternative poverty measure on each state's share of the poor. 


Similar patterns of regional changes are apparent for poor school-aged chil- 
dren in Figure.13. In all regions except the West, the gains and losses ‘are 


- génerally larger and more significant than in Figure 13. Two important differ- 


ences, from the geographic distribution of poor persons just described can be 


7 noted. First; with the two single-dollar thresholds, the South's share of poor 


“ school-aged children does not significantly decrease. Also under these two pov- ~ 


“--erty measures, fewer North Central, Northeastern, and Western States experience 
"an increase in their share of poor school-aged children than experience an in- 


_ crease. in their share of all poor persons. 


‘Second, the relative measures based on median indome, which have very little 


impact on the geographic distribution of the total poverty population, do affect 


the geographic distribution of poor school-aged children. Under these definitions 


. Of poverty, the South's share of poor school-aged children declines relative 


a 


to its share under the current poverty measure. Many Southern States exper i- 
ence significant losses; only the District of Columbia significantly increases 
its share of.poor school-aged children with the unadjusted 50 percent of median 
income, and only Delaware does so with the two adjusted relative measures. 
(Tables 43, D-5) States in the North@ential, Northeast, and Western regions 
generally increase their share of poor schfol-aged children under these relative 
measures, frequently significantly. The relative measure defined &s 50 percent 
-of the median ing@Mie of a nonfarm family of four with a male head and two chil- 


| . dren (adjusted or family size and composition with the equivalence scale in the» 


current poverty matrix) produces the largest regional differegces of these three 
measures. Under this measure, the South's. share of poor school-aged children is 


' reduced by 7 percent; the share in the North Central and Northeast regions is 


increased by 10 percent and 8 percent, respectively. Only the West does not 
vappreciably change its share under this measure.” ; a 3 


_ «In addition to the regional patterns, it can be observed that the more 
populated states as a group increase their share of poor persons more than other 
states as the poverty lines are increased. When the poverty lines are set at 
‘150 percent of the official threshoids, the national poverty rate is increased by 
10.4 percentage points; however, over half of this increase is attributable to 
‘low-income persons living in the eleven most populatef states. As a group, these 


* "states contain 48 percent Of the poverty population nder the current poverty 
i thresholds and 51 percent of the poverty population under the thresholds set at 


150 percent of the current thresholds. 
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FOOTNOTES TO TECHNICAL PAPER XVIII ie 


the Current Population Survey. 
2. ‘See Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 102, "Characteristics 
--@f the Population Below the Poverty Level: 1974," for more detail on the , 
‘limitations of the income data derived from the CPS. ‘ 
‘3. Table D-1 and Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 102, 
‘ "Characteristics of the Population Below,the Poverty Level: 1974," Table 35. 
4. See Chapter IV of The Measure of Poverty for more details on the 
equivalence scales. : 


1. See Chapter [II and Technical Paper IX for additional details on 


5. It is. impossible to distinguish these measures on the graph in 


Figures 5 and 6. Because of their similarity with, the current measure, 
these measures were not included in'Tables 27 and 29 to 37. 
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‘Table le “Income Thresholds’ ‘at the Cietenk: ner Teel in 974: a Sex’ of 
ee Size of : ous and. Numbeis of: Related Children voles 18 Years Ql4,. os 
by Parm-Nonfarm Residence - 


Bn Bene : a , Husber of related fhildren under 18 ydars old ° 
~“ S#ze of: family. unit ~~ : : 3 z 


 NONFARM 
A pas 


vg. oc. Mate Head 


arson (unrelated indiv,.): 


ndér 65 years.......seeeeeee a 
5 years and WEF cee cceccees : 
ersons:, . 
ead. under OB yeata ecccocess 
ead 65 years and over.......° : . 
OFBONS, occ cele cee ce sec ecnes 3,870 |.. 3,996 $4,223 
BISONS ve ecec ccc ssccrsocene 5,103 5,178 5,000 $5,252 : 
BISONS oc 6 6060058 a6 80s 8% 8% 6,158 |- 6,232 | ° 6,032] ~ 5,88r $6,006 = 
BPSONG ois s Sosa ore nis Se 95-0 ee. esses 7,063 73087 6,937 6,786! . 6,585; $6,686 
C more personS.....essoceeee 8,896 |. 8,972 8,796, ‘8,645 | - 8B, 445 8,142 I". $8,068 

' | Female Head / - > < : . 
arson (unrelated indiv.): : 
Ader 65 years. .ccssocscracee $2,458 
5 years and over...scsececes 2,357 ‘ , . 
arsons: : — 
bad under 65 years.......... 3,072 $3,353 - . . 
sad 65 years and over.,...:. 2,948. 3,353 . *. 
PYSONS. ce cess saceeweceseeees 3,745 | 3,568} ..$3,946 
PTSONS Sc. cere ccccaccccccces 4,900 5,075 | | 5,053 $5,000 | - . 
IPNDNE: (aye beesstasasaenanve: | 5,881 6,058 6,032 | 5,982 | $5,781 I 
SESONB cou code u'eg wedeaescans "6,862 6,987 | ~ 6 "937, 6,886 6,660 $6,457 F 
r more PEFSONS.....s0ee eee i a 8,746 |- 8,720} . 8,645 | 8,419 8,244 $7,841 

Pan | os 
Male Head 
2rson (unrelated indiv,): , 
ader 65 years...ec.ceceeseee Sea 8 
3 years: and OVEr....ccseeeee - 2,030 : 
?rgons: a ¢; 
rad under 65 YEArS...ceeceee "2,8 . $3, 165 + 
rad 65 years and over......: 2,5 3,165 & 
ITSONS. cee eccecce access se 3,29 3,397 $3,590 . 
WPBONS sees eeveciadseeccesses | 4,33 4,402] . 4,249] $4,465 
SPSONS ose wecsccccncccccencce 5,23 5,298}. 5,127 4,998 45,106 
PPSONS. cece cscs cecegeeteeces 6,003 6,024 : 5,897 5,768 5,597 $5,683 
s more persons....c.seeeeee. | © 7,562 =. ,627 7,477 | 7,348; 7 "Ba ) 6 1921 $6,858 
: Ys 
-Female Head os a ee 

trson (unrelated indiv.): ' 
ider 65 yearS....c.eeeseeeee 32,089 
d years and over....-sseeeee 2,002 
irsons: : . 
rad under 65 years,.....+... 2,611 
vad 65 years and over....... 2,506 
IPSONS ccc ccsccseesdceteedees 3,183 oS 
EE SONG oe 5 os ieitsig:a/9: aie iss ies Sia eteis 4,165 ‘ 
IPBONS ws seccssactecscccecees aa 


TYSONS. ceccsscscccsesecsace 
* MOTE pe€rsonsS....-cessceceas 
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Table 2. ‘Bauitahente Matrix x Implicit in Current preety: Measure 


’ 7/7, 
‘ 4 - 


err of — @hildren Under 1 “Years” 


Size of Family Unit | es eae ‘None 17 | 6 Or 
e FeF5 no a : ae poet _ more 
~-NONFARM ae f Pe a -_ 
. Male Head . a  * 7 
. Ww 
'1. person (unrelated . individual ): 
Under 65 years . — 2» 98 
65 years and over 5 48 
2 ‘persons: . . ° 
Head un unger 65 years . ‘67 ~|°=~+74 
Head 65 Yeats and over 60 74 
3 peteons® a : 77.80 84 © 
44 pezsons “ | - , 102 104 100 105 
| 5° persons — A 123) 12s 121 118° 120 
6 persons ga 142-139-136 132134 : 
7. persons or more _ #178 «179 «176 173 169° «163161. 
Female: Head — q 3 ; oc ; ” . = : : : as ‘ 1, ; 
1 person (unrelated individual): 7 : eae a 
Under 65 years 49 . 
65 years | and over: a 47 — 
| 3 eatcans: a , : . a a: - 
’ Head under 65 years — 61° ~=—«67 ete 
Head 65 ‘years and over: 59 67 o 
3 persons 2 0 5 71 79 
4 persons | a i y phd, “hy 98 102 101 100 | 
5. persons 47g) ole az 120 te + 
6 persons 137. 140 139 138 -133 eo | a: 


7 persons or more’ > . 172 175 174 173° 168. 168 167 


en , 
29 ; ; ‘ 


| . oe _ Table 2. Continued i 
oe ae = , ’ NuNBer of Related Children Under 16 Years 
- + + Size of Family Unit | None I 2 3—lC~« 5 6 or 
om \ a more 
ge ae : . “4 
3 2 
Male Head . 
2 person fugcerated. “individual ): ; * 
' -’ Under..65 years . 45 
65 years and over eA Sal as 
‘2 persons: —_, et 
..’ Head under. 65 years — ame 57 63 os : 
' Head 65 years.and over. | - | Sle 63 : lf 
“5 persons ; : e? 66 68 © 72°. a 
4 persons tS 87 88. 85 BD: 
5 persons 105-106 103 100 = 102 
ye te AD ag? ho ie @ 4 
6 persons. se 120. 120 :118°115°..212 114, 
oe | persons or more oe o8 - 151. 153° 150 147 (144 138. 137 
Feniale Head | : ~ 
1- person (unrelated individual ): 
.. + Under 65 years rn 7 
, 65 years’ and over. ; 40 
; f 
p82 persons 
Head under 65 years ‘52 57 
Head .65 years and over 50 57 
3. persons | & _ . 64 61 67 © | 
_ “4 persons «| et 83. 86 86 8 - 
5 persons s — 100 103 103102. 98 
6 persons ; 117 119 118°117.. 113110 b. 
7 persons or.more _ 147 149 148 1479 143) «140133 
i eg 4 
; 43° « wey 
30 \ 
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. ’ oa : Table 3. 


aa 


Race, Spanish Ori 


gin, and Family Status, of Persons ‘by 


Poverty Status in 1974 (Persons as of March 1975). 
“Above _ 
f 1 ae — current 
3% All” Below current poverty level poverty — 
ie a f _ income oe es Level’ 
‘Characteristic levels Total Poverty... Percent Percent 
{ thousands) (thousands) ‘rate . distribution distributio 
RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIN © . . 
- Mota 209,343,” 24,260 11.6. 100.0 .. 100.0 
Spanish origin 11,202 2,601 23.2 10.7 4.6 
white’ wt 182,355 16,310 8.9 67.2 - 89.7 
Black oe ao 23,704 ° 7,455 31.5 _30,7 . 8.8 
Other kaces 4 3,284 495 15.1. 20 6s) Te8 
‘FAMILY STATUS, ae ‘ 
" motal 209, 343 (24,260 «11.6 100.0 100.0 
65 years and over 21,127 3,308 15.7 13.6 9.6 
‘In families 190,471 19,440 10.2 80.1 92.4 
Head _ 55,712 5,109 9.2 21.1 27.3 
“Related children under Pius Wi 
18 years . 653802 *= 10,196. °15.5 42.0 30.0 
5 to 17 years 49,800 7,526 * .». 15.21 31.0 22.8°: 
Other family members 68,957 4,135 * 6.0 17.0 . 35.0 
‘Unrelated individuals: 18,872 ° 4,820 25.5 19.9. - 7.6 


Aisa Persons of Spanish origin may be of any race, but. the vast majority are white. 


SOURCE: Special tabulations’ by the Census Bureau from the, March 1975 Current Population . 


Survey. ; ; ; a - 
a 
y 
a 
~ ’ ‘ 
Le a 2705 os . 
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\ 
31 : _ ; 


re) 
ERIC 


By. $ : cae 7 : seh tte 
Pd Bis 


Table 4. 
‘ aoe Sat er es eS ee ea Persons as of March 1975) 
a ge 2a Fanily Status and sex and race * ALL Below current poverty. Teel 
i oe of head “ . >. income ; bi, -~ . Poverty 
” levels ‘ Total rate — 
: Total tT 209, 343 24,260 11.6 
soa, . In families . 190,471 <19, 440° 10.2 
ee With female head 23, 245° 8,563 ' 36.8 
Head 7,242 2,351 32.5 
Related children. meee years. 10,458 .. | 5,387 ~ 51.5 
, With male head _ 167,227 "10,877 . 6.5 
: Head . - 48, 470% 2,757 5.7 
.Related children unber 18 years. 55,345 4,809 8.7 
Unrelated individuals 18.,872 4,820 25.53 
7 Male” ; a a ; 7,890 ; 1,607 20.4 NY 
oe co. Ag 65 years ana’ over "77,455 "390 26.8 
nee ; : » Female ' _ 10,981 3,212 29.3 
Bg 65 years and over 5,047 . - 1,675 33.2 
: WHITE 
- Total 182,355 16,310 8.9 
- In families 166,103 12,537 7.5 
| With female head ‘a 15,458 4,275 . 2747 
or Head 5,212 — 1,297 924.9 
es Related children under 18 ‘years. 6,278 2,671 4236 
. With male head . , 150,645 "8,262 5.5- 
Head oo i 44,238 2,185 4.9 
.. Related children under 18 years. 49,038 ~~ 3,508 7.2 
Unrelated individuals : 16,252 ‘ 3,773 23.2 ; 
Male . oe , 6,544 - 1,200 18.3 
65 years and over 1,233 : 292 23.7 
Female. 9,708 2,573 26.5 
65 years and over : 4,641 1,405 30.3 
BLACK so : 
: Total 23,704 7,455 31.5 . 
In families 5 21,356 6,494 30.4 
With female head 4 17523 4,194 155.7 
Head "1,940 1,024 52.8 
Related children under 18 Years: 4,095 2,678 65.4 
With male head 13,833 2,300 16.6 
Head 3,558 506 14.2 
. Related children under 18 years. 5,293 | 1,146 21.7 
Unrelated individuals . 2,347 961 41.0 
Male .- 1,171 ae 351 29.9 ; 
: 65 years and over 195 ~ 86 44.30 23 
Female 1,176 611 51.0 "": 
65 years and over _ 381 262 68.8 2: 


a 


. = eg ' : : . i . 
Spécial tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current 


"(= SOURCE: 
~~ Population Survey. 


e 
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Poverty Status of Persons in 1974 by Race, Family. Status, 


ee 


re) 
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‘ wae _ > Table 5. ramilies by Sex of Head, Presence: of Related enlace 


_ Under 18 Years, and Poverty Status in 1974 >.. 
a ae (Families as of March 1975) 


, y co Above 
All .curvent pov- 


‘Children under 18 yedrs. (thousands) _ (thousands) rate. distribution. distribution 
All families 55,712 5,109 -—s«9 100.0 - 100.0 
- With children under e oan * 2 bas a 
18 years . *31,331 3,875. «© (12.4 © 75.8 54.3 
No children under nA ca 
18 years . 24,381 1,234 5.1 "24.2. - 45.7, 
Male head - 8,470. "2,757 5.7. 54.0 90.3 
With children under eo Zz ; 
18 years, . 26,409 oy, 716 | * 6.5 33.6 °  , 48.8 
No children under eee = _ a 
, 18 years - 22,061 1,041 - 4.7 20.4 41.5 
wmale head’  . ° .; “t242° ° (2,381 32.5  46.0> 9.7 
With children under ne 
18 years 4,922 2,158 43.8 - 42.2 5.5. 
_ No Children -ynder Te ¢ ; 
_ 18 years a 2,320 : 193 8.3 ' 3.8 4.2 
SOURCE: Current Population Reports, Ser iés P-60, No. 102, Table 21. - : 
, i . = ( t ark 
a 


: Sex: of head apd * “3 income .- Below current povert , level . erty level 
presence . of related ' levels - Total ‘Poverty Percent Percent 


t 


ie : te * Neagy . ic ~f : : Be at = 


‘e . ‘ wy oa "ve 


“~ Mable 6. Persons 65 Years and Over & Family Status an Poverty Status -in- 1974 apt 
"| (Numbers in aaa il Persons as of March 1975) _~ 


~~. 


Below current poverty level 


vt = _ _ Percent ~ j - Percent 
Feidly status ; «0+. digtri- i Poverty ;distri-  — 
eS : Number’ bution Number ~ rate *:**. bytion _ 
Persong, 65 years and over “27,127. ° 100.0°" 3,308 © 15.7. * 100.0°- 
: i out : . ; Ba” OS 
is All fanily n nenbers ae 14,625 69.2. 1,243 8.5: 37.6 
- Head. P . 8,034 - 38.0 © 760 9.5 23.0, 
= Wife . 4,589 21.7 382 8.3 11.5 
Other relative’ 2,002 9.5 101 5.0 3.1 
ae ‘Of head under 65 years 1,498 J.1 ~" 65 - 4.3 . 2.0. 
.° Unrelated individuals 6,502 - 30.8 2,065 31.8 62.4 
Male. ‘ : 1,455 6.9 , 390 26.8 “11.8 
, Female : 5,047 23.9 1,675 33.2. 50.6 | 
-". Biving alone ee oy aie" 2.3 1,544 32.7 7 46.7 
Male family member s 74367 100.0 6438.8 100.0 - 
‘head re "6, 95.3 616 8.9 95.8 
‘Other relative » = 342. 4,7 °27.: 7.9 4.2. 
Of head under 65 years ae . 228 3.1, 13 5.7 . 2.0 
_ Female family members a 7,357 100.0 . 600 8.2 100.0 
Head ‘ rs 1,108 15.1 144 ++13.0 24.0 
Wife of head 2 ot 4,589 62.4 382 8.3. 63.7 
' Other relative - “4 .1,660° 22.6 74 4.5. ‘12.3 
Qf head under 65 years 1,270 17.3 52 ~ 4.2 - 8.7. 


‘SOURCE: Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 102, Table:G. 
: : 4 re oe j 
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Work experience and. levels “ To Poverty x Percent Percent 
sex of head « (thousands ) (thousands rate distribution distribution 
» ,,ALl families - . 55,712 5,109 ~ 9.2 100.0 100.0 
Head worked in 1974 45,146 2,691 6.0 52.7 83.9 
- Year round full time 34,195 + 980 2.9 19.2 65.6 
Head did not work in 1974 9,639 / 2,390 ~ 24.8 46.8 14,3 
In armed Forces *. 927 + 27 - 2.9 0.5 ' , 1-8 
Male head : 48,470. 2,757 5.7" - 100.0 © 100.0 
Head worked in “1974 40,820 W745 | 4.3, _ 63.3 ' 85.5. 
., Year round full time 31,836 785. 2.5 28.5 67.9 
Head did -not work in 1974 6,723 . ‘ 986 14.7 35.8 12.6 
In Armed Forces-* ie 927 me 2h 2.9 1.0. 2.0 
Female head. . 7,242 - . 2,351 32.5 100.0 100.0 
Head worked in 1974 + 4,326 947 21.9 ,- 40.3 69.1 
. Year round full time _ ' 2,359 195 . 8.3 ¢ _ 8.3. | 44.2. 
48.2 . 59.8 30.9: 


Head did not work in 1974 2,916 1,405 


3 - ; - able 7. Work Exper ience of Family Heads by Poverty status 
in 1974 and Sex of Head 
(Familtes as of March 1975)” 


’ income — 


SOURCE: Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 102, Table 27. 
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Table 8. " Distr ibution of Families and Unrelated Individuals by | of Income, ” 
ve Ss | ‘Poverty Status and Sex of Head in 1974 
He 2 7 ge Pras la ds of March 1975) 


. FAMILIES re a nr) 


¥. Total (thougands) 5,109 2,957 2,351 / 50,603 45,713. 4,891" 
’ Pércept 2/ ; 109.0. °° 100.0 : ° 100.0 4. 100.0 100.0 . 100. 0. 
barnitae:. = * “ee "92,3 S02 01.6 °° '92,0 ° "87.8 

~ Incotte other than earnings: - ' é 

Public Assistance Income 40.0 20.7 62.7 4.6 3.1. 18.5 

, Social Security Income © 23.9 © 30.0 . 16.7 21.6 19.5 41.8 

Other Transfer Income b/ ~° 10.0 14.1 . 543. ,. 19.3 - 19.3 19.8 

_ Other Unearned Income CS : 22.2 23.4 = 20.8 56.9 57.1 - 55.3 

| UNRELATED. INDIVIDUALS, . a re 
Total (thousands) 4,820 1,607 3,212 14,052 . 6,283 7,769" 
Percent a/ * -100.0 100.0" ° /100.0 . 100.0 100.0 100.0 | 
“paxttinas, . 35.1 50.8 i "2.2 70.6 84.3 59.5... 
Income other than earnings: . ‘ we 
Public Assistance Income °21.6.: © 17.1 © 23.8 °° 4.4 | 3.1 :. 5.4 ° 
Social Security Income “44.5 29.1 | 52.3 34.4 19.4 46.67 

Other Transfer Income.b/. |. 7.4 . 8.9 6.7 . 15.9 17.5. 14.5 


’ Other Unearned Income cf 27.3 .20.4-' © 30.8. 53.5 44:8 », 60.4 


income specified. 
b/ Unemployment and workmen's compen tion, government employee pensions, le 
. payments. 
-of Private pensions, annuities, regula contr ibut ions from baal outside the 
a _ household, etc.. / 


-a/. Detail does ‘not add to SS some families have More than one of the types of 


SOURCE: Current Population Reports, Seried 102, Tables 38 and 49. 
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ae Ae et. ne . . = & 
ade Table 9. selected Gumi ofthe Population Below and Above 
oe, > the Current Poverty Level ‘in 1974 by Race : 
(Persons and families ‘as of March 1975) © .. (: 


“ otal persons (thousands) 24,260 16,310 7,455 «185,083. 166, 045 - 16, 249 


Percent who are: ; - cine 
isan ‘members 80.1 76.8 87.1 92.40: : 92. 5° 91.5 


, Percent who are: ae 
tie _in families with a ge = ee 
female head 44.0 34.2 64.3 8.6 ° 7.3 . 22.1 
“Related children under ar ere : 3 ie : 
18 years 52.4 49.4 . 58.7 32.5 . 32.0 37.2 © 
Unrelated individuals ‘3. 19.9 23.2 12.9 7.6 7.5 °8.5 
65 years and over  *, 13.6 16.2 8.4 . 966 © 10.05 © 6.7 
Percent who are: es tes 
Unrelated individuals 62.4, 64.2 55.8 . 2439 - 25,2 20.8 
P Female . 68.8 69.8 66.6 —— «56.8 57232. , 52.7 
= we 
. Total families (thousands) ° 5,109. 3,482 1,530° 50,603 45,969 3,968 
Percent with: _ fe 5 
. Head who worked at some Fi : 
_ time in 1974 - 52.7 55.6 46.5 83.9 - 84.0 82.7 
, Income from earnings | 62.1 63.0 59.6. 91.6 91.4 © 92.5 


‘ i 
—= z ‘a 7 ~ & ’ : . 
SOURCE: Current Population Reports, Series P-60,4No. 102, Tables 6, 8, 39, and D. 
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Poverty measure . 


we ‘Current poverty level 
Scaling of. the current covecty level: 
‘DS percent of current level - Po 
_ 125"percent of current level 
“ 150 percent of current. level 
200. percent. of current level 
Simplification of the current poverty level: 
Nonfarm 
Male nonfarm 
_- Weighted male nonfarm 
Single-dollar cutoffs: - 
High ($5,038) my 
Low ($3200) 
‘Relative cutoffs: 
50 percent U.S. median unadjusted 
50 percent U.S. family median.adjusted 
50 percent 4-person family median adjusted 


. 2 ‘Table 10. Persons Below the Curren 
the. 4, _ Alternative Poverty 
(Persons . as of March’ neh), 


- Poverty Level and 12 
1 


s in 1974 


r j 

‘specified , 

poverty level Poverty rate 
-(thousands ; = 
24,260 11.6 
(14,538 © - 6.9. 
34,615 16.5 
45,211 21.6 
69,389 _ 33.1 
24,5342. 0) LT 
25,146 - ~ © 12.0 
25,060 12.0 | 
32,653 ©.  .15.6 ~ 
17,392 + 83 

_ 36,400 _f 17.4 
36,148 . - wy “Tas” 
41,167, - 19.7 


. / . es ‘ ; 


\ 


; "SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current — 


Population Survey. 
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6e 


+ ae total 
& 

pe ; 4 

{ Other Taces, 


a/ Includes only telated chiltcen, 
b/ Includes a small’ nunber of heads, wives, and unrelated individuals 14- “17 years of age, 
é e 


SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau fron the March 1975 Current Population Survey, 


Table Il, nber and Poverty Rate ~ Seletad Caractersties of Prams Below te Curent 


Per] Level ani Belov toe Oar Salig ofthe Curent Port Lee in 17 
Qers in thowans, Pers a of exch 1985) 


Number below specify mt eve Povert tate 
All Current a Corre 


incone poverty 


Character istic 


12 


"10 


200 


ar 13 


150 


200 


levels level __percent percent percent level percent percent “percent _ 


«+ LIVING ARRANGEMENTS 
ear tome 
Total * 209,343 
Infanilies =. = 190,471 
With male head - 167,227 
With female head =, 23,245, 
° Untelated individuals 18,872 
Related children 

under 18 years 65,802 

In families with 
nale head 55,345 

In families with 
female head 10,458 

AGE 
total 209,343 
Under 5 years 16,002 
9 to'l7 years a/ 49,800 
1 to 64 years b/ 122,414 
65 years and over 21,127 
"RACE 

209,343" 
182,355 
23,704 
4,284 


24,260 
19,440 
10,871 
8,563 
4,820 


10,196 
4,809 
5,387 


4260 * 


2,670 
7,526 
10,756 
3,308 


24,260 


16,310 
7,455 


495° 


M65 


27,783 
17,085 
10,69 
6,632 


13,784 


1,20. 


6,544 


44,615 


4360 


10,137 
15,357 


5a 


f 
44,615 


24,06) 
9,41 
113 


45, 1 
16,928 
24,896 
12,332 
| 0,284 


17,57 
10,28 


45,211 
4,686 


112,891. 
0,216 32, 
7,418. 10, 


4,211 


32,669 


11,669 
853 


69,389 
59,055 
4417 


14,938 - 
10,333 


16,517. 


18,113 
8,403 


69,889 
533,336 
14,780 
1,273 


“i 
4 


1.6 
6,9 
415 
15,1 


15. 
16 


10,2 


6.0 
16.2 


20.9 


“11 


62.6 


165 
28 


20.4 
12,5 
23,9 


16,5 
13,2 


415 


al. 


‘gable 12. Percent ‘Distribution — Selected Characteristics of Persons. 
_ Below the Current Poverty Level and Below Three Upward Scalings of 
the Current Poverty Level in 1974 

“” ~~ (Persons.as of March 1975) 


oe oe urren a 
‘ Character istic Pe income poverty 125 150 200 Sx, 
: — lévels —_—s level percent’ percent _percent_ _ 
- .Botal persons (tholsands). "+ 999,343 «24,2602 *s«34,615 45,211 69,389 


Percent. “ - 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

‘» In families 91.0 80.1 80.3 -. 81.7 85.1 

a Uirelated individuals. es 90  .- 19.9 19.7 18.3 14.9 
In families (thousands) 190,471 © 19, 440<- 27,783 36,928 59,055 

Percent. . . 100.0 100.0 100.0 — 100.0 * 100,0 
_. In families with male head 87.8 56.0 ‘61.5 - 66.6 » 74.7 

' In families with female head . 12.2 44.0 38.5 33.4 25.3 

Related children (thousands) 65,802 10,196 13,784 | 17,577. «26,517 
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 . 100.0 100.0 

In families with male head 84.1 47.2,  — $2.5 58.3 . 68.3 

In families with female head 15.9 52.8 - 47.5 41.7 31.7 

’ Total (thousands), - 209 , 343 24,260 34,615 45,211 _ 69,389 

: Percent 100.0° © 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 

Under 5 years. 7.6. 11.0 ~ 10.5 10.4 10.2 

5 tol7 yearssa/ | 23.8 31.0 29.3 28.5: - 28.0 

18 to 64 years b/ 58.5 ~ 44.3 44,4. 44.7 46.5 

65 years and over 10.1 13.6 15.8 16.4 15.3. 

- Total (thousands) 209 , 343 24,260 34,615 . 45,211 69,389 

’ Percent : 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

White _ 87.1 67.2 69.5 72.3 76.9 

Black 11.3 > 30.7 © 28.4 25.8 21.3 

Othdr races : 1.6 2.0 2.1 1.9 1.8 


$$ ; SN ™ 


vi Includes only related children. 
/ Eneludes a small number of heads, wives, and unrelated individuals 14-17 years of age. 


SOURCE! Special tabulations by the Census Boreau from the March 1975 Current Population 
re ‘Survey. 


ce 8 
40 - 


a 


yle 13. Number and Poverty Rate -- Selected Characteristics of Families Below the Current 
Poverty Level and Below Three: Upward Scalings of the Current Poverty Level in 1974 


(Numbers ss ieaienaialans Families as of March 1975) a 
j N rt Ow S 1 ver eve. ; erty rate j 
; “All . Current : surrent 
tharacter istic income poverty 125 150 .° 200 . poverty 125 150 200 


levels level percent percent percent. level .__percent__ percent __ percent ; ; 


SEX OF HEAD 

' Total 55,712 5,109 . 7,437 9,948 16,036 9.2 13.3 17.9 28.8 
Male:head ' 48,470 2,757 4,483 6,502 11,731 5. 2s 9.2 13.4 24.2 
Female head 7,242 2,351 2,953 3,446 4,306 32.5 40.8 47.6 59.5 
RACE OF HEAD — . 

_ ‘Total - §5,712 «5,109 7,437 9,948 16,038 .9.2 13.3 17.9 28.8 
Nhite =: 49,451 3,482 5,236 7,297 12,565 7.0 10.6 14.8 25.4 
Black ‘ 5,498 1,530 2,056 2,474 3,200 . 27.8 37.4 45,0 58.2 
ther races 763 97 145 177 271 12.7 19.0 23.2 35.5 
NGE OF HEAD _ 

Total 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 - 16,036 9.2 13.3 17.9 28.8 
Under 25 years 4,225, 733 1,024 1,246 1,884 17.3 24.2 29.5 44.6 
25 to 64 years 43,454. 3,616 5,063 6,722 10,835 = 8.3 11.7 15.5 24.9 
65 years and over. 8,034 760 1,350 1,980 3,316 9.5 16.8 24.6 41.3 
PRESENCE OF CHILDREN 

3 , — 

Total 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,036 9.2 13.3 17.9 28.8 

No related children : an a 
under 18 years 24,381 1,234 2,126 3,099 5,385 5.1 8.7 12.7 22.1 


Nith related children 


under 18 years 31,331 3,875 5,310. 6,848 10,651 12.4 16.9 21.9 34.0 
Male head 26,409 1,716. 2,671 . 3,848 7,046 6.5 10.1 14.6 26.7 
3.9 53.6 61.0° 73.3 


Female head . 4,922 2,159 2,639 3,001 3,606 43. 
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oe Mable 13, "Continued 


ot 
P 


se. verty rate 
. All urrent Current: ; — 
Characteristic « income, poverty 125 150 200 = poverty «125s 150 200 
. = ‘levels —_level__percent__percent__percent___level__ percent __percent__percent 
Ag MILE Site | | _ 4 | 
he re 


Total 55,712. ;° 5,109 7,437: 9,948 = -:16, 036 9,2 
2 persons = © 0,823 1,705 2,621 3,508" 5,829. 8,2 126 17.2 © 28.0- 
3 and 4 persons 23,139 1,615 2,614 3,436 ' 5,549 oe 2 
5 or more persons 11,750 =: 1,588: 2,202 2,923 4,658 13.5 


WORK EXPERIENCE ; _ ge 
total ” 55,712 5,109 ~—-7,437 «= «9,94B(16,036 «= 9.213179 28,8 
Head worked Yast year 45,146 2,691 4,078 5,720 10,081 6.0 9,0 12.7 + ‘22,3 
Year. round ; 
full time 34,195 980 1,618 ,2,506 5,391 29 °° 47 WI 15.8 
Head did not work | 43) : A 
last: year 9,639 + 2,390 3,270 4,059 5,595 24.8 33.9 42,1 58.0 
Head in Armed Forces 97 CT 89 = 169 360 2.9 9,5 18.2, 38.8 
ee oe | oe? + ae 
Total a/ 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948, © 16,036: 9.23.3 N79 dai 
parnings 49,529 3,172 4,835 = 6,768,777" 6.4 9B; NT #238 
“Social Security . 12,162 1,220, 2,054 2,993 4,848. 10.0, 16.9 23 389, 
Public Assistance 4,359 «2,043 «2,589 «2,979 «3,478 46,9 = 59.4 683798 
Other transfer oe oe 3 Lg 
incone b/ 10,296 =-513' 900 s«1,389,,.. 2,552 5.0 by 13.5) | 24.8 
Dividends, interest, . : 
and rent 27,23 68L sd, 773,793,952 SHS 
Private pensions, ‘ oO . 
alimony, etc. 6,581 547 610 «1,096 = 1,936 83) 13167 OO 


a/ Detail will not add to total since some families have more than one of the types of incone specified. 
b/ Includes unemployment and workmen's compensation, goverment employee pensions, and veterans’ payments, 


SOURCE:, Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population Survey. . 
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Table 14. Percent Distribution — Selected Characteristics of Families 
Below thd Current Poverty Level and Below Three Upward Scalings of | 
the Current Poverty Level in 1974 (Families as of March 1975) 


vy . t 


55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948  . 16,036 
100.0: * 100.0 100.0° 100.0 100.0 
87.0 $4.0 60.3 65.4 73.2 
13.0 46.0 39.7 34.6 26.9 
; 
$5,722 . 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,036 
% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
$8.8 °° 68.2 70.4 73.4 78.4 
9.9 ° 29.9 27:6 26.9 20.0 
1.4 1.9 1.9. 1.8 1.7 
. 7 
: 55,712 $,109Ss«=7,437—s«9, 948 16,036 
Sia 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
7.6 146.3 13. 12:5 11.7 
E.- 7.0 . 70.8 66.1 67.6 67.6 
ay 144 16.9 10.2 19.9 20.7 
a 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 1,036 
o 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
i 43.8- 26.2 28.6 31.2 33.6 
i. 56.2 73.8 71.4 a 66.4 
ve 31,331 4es 5,210 6,848 10,651 
° 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
66.300. 443 50.3 56.2 66.2 
15.7 58.7 49.7 43.8 33.9 
2 aN 
1 $5,712 5,109’ 7,437 9,948 16,036 3 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 200.0 
37.4 i 35.2 36.1 36.3 
as 35.5 35.1 34:5 34.6 
2.1 31.1 29.6 29.4 29.0 
55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,036 
* 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0. 100.0 
“aio $2.7 54.8 57.5 62.9 
61.4 19.2 21:8 25.2 33.6 
Bead did not work last year 17.3 46.8 4.0 40.8 34.9 
; Head .in Armed Forces 7 0.5 Wy 4 Ra 
Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 7,7 9,948 16,036 
78 ‘s s 
: Percent a/ 1100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
$8.9 *- 62.1 65.0 63.0 73.4 
Social Security | 21.8 23.9 27.6 29.7 30.2 
Public assistance 3.8 40.0 34.8 29.9 21.7 
Other transfer incane b/ 18.5 10.0 12.1 14.0 15.9 
Dividends, interest, and cent 4.9. 13.3 15.8 17.9 24.6 
.* Private pensions, aliaony, etc. 11.3 ~ 10.7 10.9 12.0 12.1 


¥ Detail will not add to total since some families have more than one of the types of 
income specified. A 


by Includes unemployment and worknen's compensation, government exployee pensions, and 
. veterans’ payments. — ’ 


a SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current 
, : Population Survey. 
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a mblé 15, lanier atd Poverty Rate ‘~~ Selected Chatacteristice of Persons below the Cute. 
‘gee | overty evel and Belov Simplifications of the urrent Poverty Level in 197 
| | (Numbers in thousans, ue as of March 1975) 


cat ong 0 citrent measure 


’ 


All Current 


i. es . q rent 
a _ Characteristic Income poverty "Wale =omale = poverty Mle alk 
, levels level Nonfarm nonfarn nonfacn level males nonfarm nonfarm 
; 
LIVING ARRANGEMENTS. | 
= _ Total =. 209,343 24,260 24,594 25,146 25,060: ‘W6 M7 120 12,0 r 


With male head 167,227. 10,877 1,29 1,829 12,296 65° 6700 67 68 
With fenale head 23,245 8,563 8,566 8,990 8746 36.8 69 387 © 37.6 
Unrelated individuals 18,072 4,820 4,039 5,026 5,0 5.5 (56 266 | 066 


"—felated children _ 2 3 fas 
ed TH years” $5,802 10196 10,294 10,837 10,8 IS 156 160 
" Tn families with | as cr 2 os | ) si 
wleted «== t«S, HS 4,008 GMB 5G TP BPM, 
ae: In families with | : oo - 
| a 4 fenale head. 10,458 1 5,307 5,630, 5,478 55 SS he) “ 
Age | | 
Total 209,343 24,260 24,594 25,146 25,060 = L,6 7 120 12.0 
Under 5 years 36,002 2,670 2,689» 2,742 2,732 167 6.6 11 Wl 
ne ta 5 to 17 years a/ 49,800 752% 7,605 7,795 = (7,762 MSL 53° 17° 156 
é 18 to 64 years b/ 122,414 10,756 10,886 11,28 11,280 #8 6 89) 92 
65 years and over 21127 3,308 3,354 4,391 3,386. 5.7 15.9 “161 16,0 
. ’ ee 
ms | | ) 
Total 209,33 “24,260 4,534 | Blt 3, wo 11.6 7 12.0 
White 182,355 16,310 16,550«" 16,934 16, 906° 89 aK} 93 
Black. 23,704 7,455 7,490 (7,693 1638 ws WE & ; 32.2 . 
other ees NEL EBT 
Se 
5g a/ Includes only related children, 4 a 
b/ clas a saa] nunber of heads, wives, and uncelated individuals 14-17 years of age. why 
SOURCE’ ei tabulations by the Census bureau from the March 1975 leet hatin Survey, an | 
wir 
: | “ 
: @ A 
“ERIC 


‘ 
Table 16, - Percent Distribution — Selected Characteristics of Persons Below 
the Current Poverty Level and Below Simplifications of the Current a 
Poverty Level in 1974 
(Persons as of March 1975) 


x, All Currest 
Characteristic income poverty male 
; levels level Nonfarm eee nonfarm 
3 » EEVING ARRANGEMENTS. 

: Total Bersons polenta) 209,343  24,260° 24,534 25,146 25,060 
| erount* 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
- Xie) Eamil ies. 91.0 80.1 80.3 80.0 80.0 

“Unrelated q Andividual s 9.0 ~ 19.9 19.7 20.0 20.0 

th fomipies (thousands) x 190,471 19,440 19,695 20,119 20,042 
yPercent ae 100.0 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 - 100.0 

In fanillies-with male head - 87.8 56.0 56.5 55.3 56.4 

In families with female head 12.2 * 44.0 43.5 44.7 43.6 ° 

Related, childret (cnoisanae) - 65,802 10,196 10,294 10,537 10,494 

.. Percent * 100.0: 100.0 ~ 100.0 100.0 100,0 
-dn familfes with male head 4.1 47.2 | 47.7 46.6 48 

_ tn a with tesale head 15.9 52.8 52.3 53.4. 52.2 

| = a3 , . 
* e . . 

“‘Tptal. \thqusands) 209,343 24,260 24,534 25,146 ~~ 25,060 

a - Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 . 100.0 

Under 5:years + 7.6 11.0 11.0 - © 10.9 10.9 

‘5 to 17 years EG 23.8 31.0 31.0 “31.0 - 31.0 

18*to 64 years’ b/ 58.5 44,3 44.4 44.6 44.6 

65 years and over 10.1 13.6 43.7 13.5. 13.5.° 
f : - ; z . 

a | 

Total : (thousands) . 209,343 24,260 24,534 25,146 © 25,060 
\"-. Bercent 100.0 100.0 100.0 -° 100.0  —-:100.0 

White: 87.1 | 67.2 67.5 67.3 - 67.5 

Black 11.3 30.7 30.5 30.6 — 30.5 
/Othér races 1.6 2.0 2.0 2.1 | 2.1. 
oy ook % ae 
ae a 


* ncluges only related children. , 
y Nnglodes. a small number of heads, wives, and ans individuals 14-17 years of age. 


ications 0 current measure 
Weighted 


SOURCE: "Special Tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current 


Population Survey. 
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‘Table 17. Number and Poverty Rate —- Selected Characteristics of Families Below the Current 
"Poverty Level and Below Simplifications of the Current Poverty’ Level in 1974 
(Nunbers in thousands. Families as of March 1975) — 


t below § rty leve rty rate. 
7 cations of current measure cations of current measure 
sg _ All’ Current Welgnted Current ‘ Weight, 
Characteristic income poverty Male male’ poverty Male male 7 


level Nonfarm nonfarm nonfarm 


levels level Nonfarm nonfarm nonfarm 


SEK OF HEAD 


otal 55,712 5,409 5,179 5,323 5,256 2 9.3 . 9.6 9.4 
Male head 48,470 2,757 2,826 «2,826 © 2,856, 547 5.8 060 548° 59 
Female head 7,242 2351 2,353, 2,497, 2,400 32.5 3S MS 3AM 
“TRACE OF EAD : ’ i 
Total 55,712 5,109 5,179 5,323 5,256 9.2 9.3 9.6 9,4 
White 49,451 3,482 «3,547 3,627 «3,595 7.0 120. «743 7.3 
Black 5,498,530 1,535, 1,593 1,563 27.8 37.9. 29.0 28.4 ‘ 
Other races 763 97 97 103 98 12.7 .°127 135 12.8 
AGE OP HEAD, - = ee 
Total "55,712 5,109 «5,179. 5,323 5,256 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.4 
Under 25 years. - 4,225 733 ae 756744173 17.4 17.9 17.6 
25 to 64 years’ 43,454 3,616 = 3,660° 3,776 ~—«3,721, 8.3 84° 8.7 8.6 
65 years and over 8,034 760 785 791 792 9,5 9.8 9.8 9.8 
PRESENCE OF CHILDREN ‘ 
ee \ a . ‘ 
Total 55,712. 5,109 5,19 5,12) SASH .2 93K 8A 
No related children . ‘ ‘ .. “3 ote 
under. 18 years 24,381 1,284 1,270 1,221,299 5. 5.2 5.3 5.3 
With related children : 
under 18 years 31,331 3,875 «3,909 = 4,031 «3,957 124 1255 129 12.6 
Male head, 26,409 1,716 1,750 1,750 * 1,776 6.5 6.6 6.6 6.7 
Female head 4,922 2,159, 2,159 2,281 2,180 43,9 43.9 46.3 44,3: 
PAMILY SIZE e 
Total + yy 55125109 5,179 5,323 5,256 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.4 
2 persons * : 5% 20,823 1,705- 1,740 1,801 1,754 8.2 8.4 8.6 8.4 
3 and 4 persons 23,139 1,815 1,827 1,895 1,863 7.8 19 (BA2 8,1 
5 or more persons 11,750» 1,588 1,612 1,626 1,638 © 13.5 13.7 13.8. 13.9 ) 
. ‘ a, 


@ 
ERIC 


; ; = 17. Continued = 
n . : : 
Nurber below 8 rty leve. rty ca 
Cations of current measure cal of current measure 
All Current ; : ' rtent - j 
Character istic! income poverty Male male poverty Male male 


levels level Nonfarm »nonfarm_nonfarm level Nonfarm nonfarm nonfara ; 


WORK EXPERIENCE - 


total 455,712 5,109 «5179-53235, 256 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.4 
lead worked last year 45,146 «2,691 «2,752 2,843 2,801 6.0 6.1 6.3 6.2 
Year round full time 34,195 980 ~--:1,010 1,042 «1,033 * 2.9 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Head did not work : i t 
_ Yast year 9,639. 2,390 2,400 2,453 2,425 | 48 95.425. 
Head’ in Armed Forces 927 er | ie 30 299 3.3 
TYPE OF INCOME ‘ 
Total a/ . =! 55,712 5,109 5,179 5,323 5,256 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.4 
Earnings ~ 49,529. 3,172 3,236 «3,342 3,295 6.4 6.56.7 6.7 
Social Security 12,162 1,220 1,245 14266 1,267 10,0 10,2 10.4 0A 
Public assistance. 4359 2,083 2,048 2,119 2,078 «46.9 47,0 48,6 4747 
Other transfer incone b/ 10,296 ° 513 519 © 530.—Ss«- 537 5.0 5.0 5.2 5:2 
Dividends, interest, f) 
and rent 3 * 27,2426 M07 2.5 246° 27> 26 
Private pensions, , : + 
alimony, etc. 658} 547 57,576 559 BLD 8.3. 8.8 8.5 


: 2 
ry 


a/ Oetail will not add to, total since some families have more than one of the types of income specified. 
b/ Includes unemployment and workmen's ne government employee pensions, and veterans’ payments. 


SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March iii Current “Population Survey. 
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Table 18. Percent Distribution — Selected Characteristics 


of Families Below the Current Poverty Level and . 
Simplifications of the Current Poverty Level 
in 197 (Families as of March 1975) 


Chacacter istic  ireome vy wale male 
SEX OF BEAD ‘ . 
Total (thousands) $$}712 5,109 «5,179 «S,323 5,288 
Petoent 100.0, 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Hale head 87.0 $4.0 54,6 $3.1 $4.3 
Penale heed 13.0 4.0 48.4 “6.9 45.7 
wes OF m2, .. ad . 
Total (thousands) 55,712 3,109 «5,179 $,323 8,286 
Percent , 100.0 .,, 200.0 "100.0 100.0 400.0 
waite “S @@.2 3 @.1 6.4 
Black 9 29.9 29.8 29.9 29.7 
Othec races 1.4 1.9 « 1.9 1.9 1.9 
MGB OP MEAD 
Total (thousands) U $9,712 $,109 $,179 $,329 $,2396 
Peccent : - 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Under 25 yeare 7.6 14.3 14.2 14.2 14.2 
25 to 64 yeere 78.0 70.8 70.7 70.9 10.8 
65 years and over : 14.4 14.9 1$.2 14.9 15.0 
PRESEXCE OF CHILDREN 
total (thousands) $5,712 5,109 $,179 $,323 5,236 
Percent 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
No colated children under 18 re 4.8 24.2 24.8 24.3 24.7 
with related children under 18 yrs. 36.2 75.8 73.3 78.7 73.3 
With related children (thousands) 31,331 3,878 3,909 4,02. 3,957 
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Male head ; 84.3 “3 “4.8 43.4 44.9 
Penale head 15.7 55.7 58.2 56.6 58.1 
PMAILY SI2Z 
Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 5,179 5,023 5, 
Percent . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
2 pecsons 37.4 33.4 0. (33.6 33.8 33.4 
3 and 4 peceons . as 38.5 35.3 35. 35.4 
5 oc sore pecsons a. : 31.1 31.1 30.5 . 2.2 
v 
Total (thousands) 55,712 $,109 5,179 5,323 5,256 
Percent : . . 
Head worked last yeer 61.0 52.7 53.1 53.4 $3.3 
Year round full time 81.4. 19.2 19.5 19.6 — 19.7 
Head did not work last 17.3 6.8 6.3 46.1 446.1 
feed in Arsed Forces. . 1.7. 0.5 0.5 0.5 ° 
TE OF DOME 
Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 5,179 5,323 5,256 
Percent a/ * 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
2 48.9 62.1 5 ~ 62.8 7 
Social Security 21.8 2.9 24.0 23.8 24.1 
Public sasistance 7.8 40.0 39.5 39.8 
Other transfer income b/ 18.5 10.0 10.0 10.0 10. 
Dividends, interest, and rent “a. 13.3 13.7 13.7 13. 
Private pensionéy aliaony, etc. 11.8 10.7 10.6 10.8 _ 10.6 


Wy Derall vill not add to total since some families have sore than one of the frees of 
income specified. ; 

y Includes unemployment and woclmen's compensation, govecnment ployee pensions, and 
vetecans' payments. 


SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population 
66 
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Table 19. Number and Poverty Rate ~~ Selected Characteristics of Persons Below the Current 


Poverty Level and.Below Two Single-Dollar Cutoffs in 1974 
: (Numbers in thousands. ‘Persohs as of March 1975) 
a 


- a Nunber below specified poverty : 
7 ‘ level . Poverty rate ‘ 
Average Kverage 


. : 4-person se 4-per son 
‘ All Current nonfarm Current - nonfarm 
Income poverty $3,200 threshold poverty $3,200 threshold 


Character istic l 
levels level Low) “(High level Low High 
& 


LIVING ARRANGEMENTS a ee: 
Total 209,343 24, 260 17,392 32,65 11.6 - 8.3 15.6 
In familles — 190,471 19,440 10,102 = 22,1 10.2 ' 5.3 11.6 rn 
with male head 167,227 10,877 5,371 + 43,17 6.5 3.2 7.9 
* with female head ° : 23,245 8,563 4,731 - 8,972 36.8 | 20.4 38.6 
Unrelated Inaividuals 18,872 j 4,820 7,290 10,506 25.5 38.6 55.7 
Related children under 18 yrs. 65,802 10,196 4,255 8,437 15.5 6.5 12.8 
In families with male head 55,345 4,809 1,528 3,394 8.7 2.8 6.1 
In families with female head 10,458 5,387 2,727 5,043 51.5 26.1 48.2 
AGE 
‘Total 209, 343 24,260 17,392 32,653 11.6 8.3 35.6 
' Under 5 years 16,002 2,670 1,330 2,534 16.7 8.3 15.8 
5 to 17 years a/ 49,800. 7,526 2,925 5,903 15.1 5.9 11.9 
18 to: 64 years b/ 122,414 10,756 8,116 15,269 * 8.8 a 6.6 12.5 
65 years and over. * 21,127 3,308 5,021 8,947 15.7 23.8 42.4 
“ ‘ 
RACE 
Total 209,343. 24,260 17,392 32,653 11.6 8.3 15.6 
White 192,355 16,310 12,815 . 24,558 8.9 7.0 13.5 
Black ; 23,704 7,455 4,27)... 7,51 31.5 18.0 31.7 
Other races | & 3,284 495 306 584. 15.1 9.3 17.8 
i 
a/ Includes only related children. 4 a a ‘ { 
b/ Includes a small number of heads, wives, and unrelated individuals 14-12 years of age. Py 


. SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population Survey. 
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_ Table 20. Percent ‘Distribution — Selected Characteristics of Persons 
wm .. . Below the Carrent Poverty. Level and: Below Two . 
> - Single-Dollar Cutoffs in 1974 a . : 
aia ca as of March ania . : 


_ Average 


4~person 
. # All Current . = nfarm 
Characteristic , ~~ income poverty $3,200. reshold . 
levels. level (Low) High). 
LIVING ARRANGEMENTS 
‘Tot person’s (thousands) "5 999/343 24,260. «17,392.32, 653 
Percent ©, . ® 100.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 
In families . Bo 910 80.1 58.1 67.8. 
Unrelated individuals ; ore. 9.0 ' 19.9 41.9 Pd . 
In families (thousands) - ar ~ 190,471 19,440 10,102 22,147 
Percent - - | 100.0. ~ 100.0. 100.0 100.0 
“In families with male head’ ~ , 87.8 56.0 , 53.2 - 59.5 
Tn: families ‘with female head °° j 12.2 , 44.0 46.8. - 40.5 
“Rélated children (thousands) eee 65,802 : 10,196 .. 4,255 8,437 
Percent. 7 100.0  * 100.0° 100.0 - 100.0 
In families with male head . 84.1 ¢» 47.2 35.9 40.2 
In families with female head — * 15.9 | 52.8 64.1 59.8 
af a ae 
AGE Y ns : 
Total (thousands) - ‘ ". . 4? 209,343 . (24,260 17,392 32,653 
‘ Pereent ° 100.0 - + 100.0 100.0. ~~ 100.0 
Under 5 years Sew 706 Ii.0 7.6 7.8 ° 
5 to 17 years a/ tS ~~ 23.8 - 31.0 16.8 18.1 
18 to 64 years b/ - 5855. 44.3 46.7 46 48 
- 65 yéars. and over iy 10.1, 13.6 28.9 27.4 
RACE | a oA . r 
Total (thousands) - © = ~~ —«209,343 > 24,260 17,392" 32,653 
Percent. © -% 0°) 100.0 100.0 100.0 ™ 100.0: 
. White a er 87.1 | 67.2 73.7 75.2 | 
Black. 9 oe 11.3 30.7 + 24.6 23. Gab - 
Other races — ees fs . en) 1.6 2.0 . 1.8 : 1. . 


a/ Includes only related children. : 
y ‘Includes a small number of heads, wives, and unrelated individuals 14-17 years of age... 


SOURCE: Speciak tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March ee Current , ’ : 
: Reputation: Survey. . : 
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Table 21. Number and Poverty Rate — Selected Characteristics 
of Families Below the Current Poverty Level and Below Two . 
Single-Dollar ffs in 1974 (Numbers in thousands. 


t . e ; 
Families as of March 1975) : 
rc Ow 12k ver eve. * ig rate 
verage eis 8 ; verage 
. . 4-person — : 4-per@on 
; : All Current nonfarm Current ‘ nonfarm 
ek Characteristic income poverty $3,200 threshold poverty: $3,200 threshold 
é levels level level (Low) |__ (Hi 
/ SEX OP HEAD , . e 
Total . "55,712 5,109 3,400 = 7,823 2 6.1 13.5 
Male head Ee 48 ,470 2,757; «1,835 58° 4, BR2 5.7 3.8 9.6 
Female head. ; 7,242 2,351 1,565 ($2,891 + 3235 21.6 39.4 
RACE OF HEAD ee ee . 
. Total . 55,712 5,109. 3,400 f 7,523 9,2 6.1 13.5 
White 49,451 3,482 = - 2,428. 5,654 7.0 4.9 11.4 
“Black + 5,498 1,530 921 1,749 27.8 16.8 31.8 
Other races 763 97 51 120 12.7 6.7 15.7 
AGE OF HEAD 
Total 55,712 5,109 3,400 7,523 “ied ~~ 6.1 13.5 
Under 25: years 4,225 733 579 1,046 17. 13.7 24.8 
25 to 64 years 43,454 3,616 2,005, 4,148 8.3 4.6 . 9.5 
65 years and over ' 8,034 760 816 2,330 9.5 10.2 29.0 
PRESENCE OF CHILDREN , ! 
Total 55,712 5,109 3,400 7,523 9.2 6.1 13.5 
No related children under 18 years = 24, 381. _ 1,234 1,336" *% 3,585" ; 5.1 5.5 14.7 
‘with related children under 18 yrs. 31,331 3,875 2,064 3,939 12.4 6.6 12.6 
Male head 26,409 1,716 700 = -::1,581 6.5 2,7 6.0 
Female head - : 4,922 2,159 1,364 2,357 43.9 27.7 47.9 
: PAMILY SIZE 3 
; 
Total a 55,722 5,109 3,400 7,523 9.2 6.1 13.5 
2 persons 20,823 1,705 1,814 4,164 . 82 8.7 20.0 
3 and 4 persons a 23,139 1,815 1,128 2,345 ~ 7.8 4.9 10.1 
5 or more persons 11,750 1,588 458 1,014 13.5 “3.9 8.6 
WORK EXPERIENCE a . - “n 
_ $5,712 5,109 3,400 7,52) ° ~ “92 6.1 13.5 
45,146 2,691 1,586 3,542 6.0 3.5 7.8 
34,195 980 538 1,235 2.9 -; 1.6 3.6, 
9,639 2,390 1,805 | 3,917 24.8: °° 18.7 40.6 
927 27 9 65 . 2.9 1.0 7.0 
55,712 5,109 3,400 9.2 6.1 13.5 
49,529 3,172 1,820 6.4 3.7 8.5 
2, ,Social Security 12,162 1,220 1,029 10.0 . 8.5 24.5 
“+" public assistance » 4,359 2,043 1,220 | 46.9 | 28.0 53.9 
"+ Other transfer income b/ 10,296- 513, 252 5.0 . 2.4 8.8 
Dividends, interest, and rent 27,243 681° - 568 1,669 i. 2.5 2.1 6.1 
Private pensions, alimony, etc. 6,581 _ $47 341°” 888 8.3 5.2 13.5 


. he i 
+' a/ Detail-will not add to total since. some families have more than one of the types of income $pecified. 
"4 Includes unemployment and workmen's compensation, government employee pensions, and veterans’ payments. 


SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population Survey. - 
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table 22. Percent® Distribution — Selected Characteristics. of 


Families Below the Current Poverty Level arid Below. Two: 
Single-Dollar Cutoffs in@974. 
(Families as of March 1975) 


: P as od .. parson 
All Current _ nonfarm 
%, Characteristic income poverty $3,200 threshold 
levels level * & 
SEX OF HEAD - : i 
Total (thousands) - $5,712 $5,109 3,400 3). 7,523 
Ed 5 oF 
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 ~~ -100,0 
Male head 87.0 54.0 54.0 | 62.1 
Female head 13.0 46.0 00020379 
a RACE OF HEAD 
9.- : . i 
— Total (thousands) $5,712 * $,109 3,400 7,523 s? 
‘ “ ‘Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
white 88.8 68.2 71.4 75.2 
Black 9.9 29.9 27.1 23.2 
Other caces : a 1.9 1.5 1.6 
AGE OP BEAD oe ot 
. Total (thousands) = + 55,22 5,209 3,400 + (7,523 
Percent 100.0 100.0 «:100.0 * ~——«100.0 
Under 25 years 7.6 14,3 17.0 13.9 
25 to 64 years : ; 78.0 70.8 $9.0 $5.1 
65 years and over * 14.4 ¢ 14.9 24.0 31.0 
PRESENCE OP CHILDREN ; “ a . 
“ gotal (thousands) - §$,712 5,109 3,400 7,623 
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
No related children index 18 years 43.8 24.2 39.3 47,7 
With related children under 18 years 56.2 75.8 60.7 $2.4 
With related children (thousands) 31,331 3,875 2,064 3,939 
Percent : 100.0 . 100.0 100.0 . 100.0 
Male head 84.3 443 33.9 40.1 
Female head ° 15.7 55.7 . 66.2 59.8 
, PAMILY SIZE 
Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 4 3,400 7,823 
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 : 
2 parsons 37.4 «334 $3.4 55.4 
3 and 4 persons 4.5 35.5 33.2 Bh 
3 oc more persons a... 31.1, - 13.5 13.5 
: pe : 
WORK EXPERIENCE ‘ 
es Total (thousands) 7 $5,712 5,109 3,400 7,523 
oe Percent a 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
cuts" Head worked last year a glo. . $2. i 46.6 wl 
Year cound full time 61.4 19.2 15.8 16.4 
Head did not work last year : 17.3 46.8 53.1 . . 52.2 
Head in Armed Forces = 1.7 0.5 0.3 é 0.9 
55,712 5,109 3,400 7,523 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
a 88.9 62.1 53.5 56.1 
ay AES fey) ~ . 21.8 23.9 30.3 39.5 : 
oy Public ie antec a 7.8 40.0 35.9 31.2 : 
.) Other transtes b/, 18:5 10.0 7.4 12.1 
"Dividends, dnterest, and’ gent 48.9 13.3 16.7 22.2 
a 10.7 . * 10.0 a 


“PEeaDE: ‘ Paid etc. ll. 


: ee a al will me add to total since some families have,more than one of the types of 
fae aS ingonte: specified. 
Ha tof ‘Includet unemployment and workmen's ceeeeaitty, government pensions, _ veterans’ 
ghee 
oe ‘source: Special: tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population 
: : Survey. 
r) 
’ 52 _ % 


71 


ne 
oe 
. 


oth 


a of 
a e ; iP 
: 
uae 
a 
ee 
é , , A 
as 
Loy. 
ara re 


"ble 2, Nuber ad Poverty Rate — Selected characteritice of Persons Below 3 
‘ Level : 


| Characteristic income 


LIVING ARRAN, 


ard Below Three Meian-Baved Poverty Meagues in 1974 TS" ° | 
Quubers in thousands, Peraons as of March 1975) oS a 


hunter below specif : aa 
a Caren SUS. NUS. T pers. Se Tis. HOS. BON per. 


poverty median family mel= family med-  povertff median fail nef y med 
r jan adj. level. ured) ian adj. 


nad 


. dna, 


levels 


‘ rn : 

Mota ' 909 343 24,260» 36,400 ° 36,148 TT ee 0 9.7 
‘ty families «|=«=«(UMOATL. 19,44 32,222 28,048 332 69 n3 
with male head 167,227 10,877 20,642 18,107 on Cae es 5 ee 
With fenale baad 23,45 9,563 11,580 10,93 AL, 64 69°48 (420 Aled 
unrelated indy uals 13,972 4,820 4/178 7,107,813 5 | kG, A 
Std chilren under 18 66,802 10196 1,760 M3 1612 a5 og 5, 
‘In families : oe . od / 

a. With male bead 5,05 4,009 5,397 «7,682,014 rh en eh ee 
ith ena head 10,458 5,287 6,363 6,652 7,108 515 * 608 6346 68.0 
a. _ | 

Total 219,343 24,260 36,400 36,148 41,167 ue 4 13 19.7 
Under 5 years 46,002 “267 3,466 3,787 4,283 67 0 TD. 26.8 
5 to 17 years 49,800 7,526 8,294 10,6 11,839 1 167 he 2.8 
18 to 64 years b/ ©, -‘Ua2,Ald 10,756 16,971 16,043 18.327 38° «9 |B 15.0 
65 years afd over aly 3,308 7,669 57M GTB ee ee 

rae | , " 

~ tbtal | 109,343 24,260 36,400 36.148 41,167 us Wd 13 19.7 
White . ' 182,355 16pil0 26,773 525129 364 89038 It 
Black 13,704 7,485 8,937 10,072 OB Te ee 46.5 
Other races m5 HHS Bl dad 2.9 


a/lncludes only related children. 
gall number of heads, wives, and unrelatal individuals 14-17 years of age. 


b/Includes a 
osidis Breau from the March 1975 Current. Population survey. 
Ss . : 


SOURCE: Special tabulations by the 


P ple oe a ees Pa x a ‘ a i : Se 
po . ae anne F Ri : pete : 
r Table 24. Percent Distribution — .SeJected pects nacre S of ‘Pérsans._ ‘5 
: Below the Current Poverty’ Level. and Be 17 : 

ae he 3 


Poverty Measures in 1974. (Persons as° bas 197), 


a - | aN eo - 508,: an sy: Spee ig . 
; )° Alf cagcelt “ess. nily <"family * ee “eee 
Characteristic * pee 4 ac tee! median ‘ enti ?median aad 
: leve level,’ ‘ unadj.* “adj. adj wy, 
; a as — oy hae 
Total persons (thousands) 209,343, 24,260 34,600 °: 36/1482» 41 1,167 . 
. : . fos hi , 
Percent " ; 100.0 100.0 “100: 0’ 4100.0 ' 200. 0 
In families . 91.0 . 80.1 88.5. 80.4. 81.0 
Unrelated individuals 9.0 19.9 11.5 19.6 19.0 
In families (thousands 2 190,471 19,440. 32,228 29,048 33,354 
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
In families with male head 87.8 . 56.0 64.1 62.4 64.5 
In families with female head 12.2 44.0 35.9 37.6 «35.5 
Related children (thousands) 65,802 10,196 11,760 14,333 16,122 
Percent 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0 
-In families with male head 84.1 ° 47.2 45.9 53.6 55.9 
In families with female head 15.9 52.8 54.1 46.4 44.1 
7 AGE : 
Total persons (thousands) 209, 343 24,260 36,400 36,148 41,167 
_ Percent . “100.0 100.0 100.9 100.0 100.0 
Under 5 years 7.6 11.0 9.5 10.5 . 10.4 
.5 to 17 years a/ ' 23.8 “31.0 22.8 29.2 . +7. 28.8 
13 to 64 years b/ : : 58.5 44.3 46.6 44.4 — 44.5 
65 years and over 10.1 13.6 21.1 16.0 , 16.3 
. RACE — 
Togal persons (thousands) 209 ,343 24,260 36,400 36,148 41,167 | 
Percent 100.0 ~ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
white oo . 87.1 67.2 73.6 69.9 71.3 
4 Black 23 - 30.7 24.6 28.1 26.8 
Other races 1.6 2.0 - - 19 : 2.0 1.9 


a/ Includes only related children. 
Y Includes a smal] Mumber of neads, wives, and unrelated individuals ia- 17 years of age.. 


SOURCE: Special’ tabulations by the Census Bureau from the ices 1975, Current Population 
Survey. : = , 
. i * n Na 7 


» thas 


- ‘": Table 25. Number and Poverty Rate —- Selected Characteristics , 
m4 * of Families Below the Current Poverty Level and Below. Three 
‘an Cf ; Median-Based Poverty Measures in 1974 “¢: 


Male head 48,470 
Female head 7,242 
RACE Of HEAD 

Total 55,712 
White 49,451 
Black 5,493 
Other races 763 
AGE OF HEAD 

Total 55,712 
Under 25 years 4,225 
25 to 64 years 43,454 
65 years and over 8,034 


PRESENCE OF CHILDREN 


Total . 55,712 
3'Ro related children 
under 18 years 24,381 
With related children . 
under 18 years 31,331 
Male head 26,409 
Female head “ , 4,922 
FAMILY SIZE 
Total 55,712 
2 persons 20,823 
3 and 4 persons . 23,139 
5 or more persons 11,750 


Public assistance 4,359 
Other transfer incame b/ 10,296 
Dividends, interest, 


and rent 27,243 
Private pension§, . 
‘alimony, etc. 6,581 


10,894 
5,432 
5,462 


2,537 
2,925 


10,894 


6,039: 


3,372 
1,482 


10,894 
5,510 
2,160 


5,238 
"146 


10,894 
6,629 
4,415 
2,880 
1,543 


2,787 


‘1,513 


a/Detail will not add to total since sam. familieg 
by Includes unemployment and workmen's compensation, 


SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau £ 
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a “a . (Numbers in thousands. Families < as of March 1975) 


9.2 19.6 4.0 1 
1 4,753 5,676 5.7 15.0 9.8 7 a 
3,028 3,291 32.5 50.3 41.8 45.4 
\ = « 
7,781 8,967 9.2 19.6 #. 14.0 16.1 
5,499 6,483 7.0 17.1 11.1 13.1 
2,136. 2,323 27.8 41.4 38.8 42.3 
146 161 12.7 22.5 19.1 21.1 
7,781 8.967 * 9.2 19.6 14.0 16.1 : 
1,050 1,144 17.3 34.4 24.9 27.1 
5,309 6,097 8.3 13.8 12.2 14.0 
1,422 1,726 9.5 42.8 17.7 21.5 ‘ 
7 
7,781 8.967 9.2 19.6 14.0 16.1 
2,238 2,709 5.1 22.3 9.2 11.1 
5,544 6,258 12.4 17.4 17.7 20.0 
2,841 3,372 6.5, 9.6 10.8 12.8 
2,703 2,886 43.9 59.4 54.9 58.6 
7,781 8,967 9.2 16.1 
2,743 3,193 8.2 15.3 
2,732 3,136 7.8 13.6 
2,306 2,637 13.5 22.4 
7,781 8.967 9.2 16.1 
4,319 5,085 6.0 11.3 
1,755 2,145 2.9 6.3 
3,360 3,738 24.8 38.8 
102 143 2.9 15.4: 
. Fi . 
7,781 “ 8,967 9.2 S161 
5,117 6,026 6.4 “12.2 \ 
2,157 2,604 10.0 21.4 
2,647 2,848 46.9 65.3 
958 1,188 5.0 11.5 
1,249 1,532 2.5 5.6 
847 985 8.3 0 


have more than one of the types of incane specified. 
goverhment employee pensions, and veterans’ payments. ¢ 


rom the.March 1975 Current Population Survey. “ 


75 7 3 


2%, ast 


a Table 26. Percent pietribstica: _ Selected Characteristics of 
ME Sam SS Families Below the Curre&t Poverty Level and Below 
me Three Median-Based Poverty Measures in 1974 


2 (Families as of March 1975) A 
soe U.8. 4-person 
, Al Current 0.8. feally ftanily 
vs * Characteristic income 
levels A A . 
7 SX OF HEAD 
‘s Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,782 8,967 * 
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Male head 87.0 $4.0 6.6 61.1 @.3 
, Penale head 13.0 46.0 33.6 34.9 46.7 
PACE OF HEAD ; 
Total (thousands) 55,712 ' 5,109 10,896 Pra 8, 
‘ ’ Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0. . .20860 
white 68.8 68.2 S 70.7 i723 
Black 9.9 29.9 9 7.5.” 25.9 
Other races 1.4 1.9 1.6 to ‘1.8 
AGE OF HEAD ase 
1 , i 
7 Total (thousands) 5$,712 5,109 10,894 7,70. 8.9672.” 
‘ Percent 100.0 100.0 160.0 106.0 2 ‘tho.0 
Onder 25 years 7.6 14.3 13.3 5 12.8 
25 to 64 years 78.0 70.8 55.1 68.2 68.2 
re = 65 years end ovec 16.4 16.9 4.6 18.3 19.2 
° PRESENCE OF CHILDREN - 
”  fotal. (thousands) 55,712 $109 10,894 7,781. 8,967 
Peccent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
, No related children under 18 years 43.8 26.2 49.9 20.8 30.2 
. Wditly related children under 18 years $6.2 15.8 50.1 ng 69.8 
np Mth related Guitéren (thousands) ==) 67s5aez 5a E6288 
ms Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Male head ; 86.3 “4.3 46.4 $1.2 53.9 
: Female head 3 2 55.7 53.6 48.8 46.1 
PMAILY SIZE * 
© Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,761 8,967 
- Percent : 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
2 persons . 37.4 33.4 55.6 35.3 35.6 
' 3 and 4 per 41.5 35.5 31.0 35.1 35.0 
‘ S oc moce per 2.1 31.1 13.6 29.6 29.4 
WORK EXPERIENCE 
‘Tgtal (thousands) + 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 6,967 
Percent 100.0. 100.0 100.0 100.0 = 100.0 
Head worked last year 61.0 52.7 6 55.5 $6.7 £ 
Year round full time 61.4 19.2 19.8 22.6 23.4 
Bead did not work last year 17.3 46.8 48.1 43.2 41.7 
Head in Armed Forces. 1.7 0.5 1.3 1.3 1.8 
innate tt 
Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 - 10,894 . 7,781 6,967 5 
‘ Percent a/ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Barnings 9 62.1 60.9 65.8 67.2 
Social Security 21.8 9 40.5 27.7 29.0 
Public Assistance 7.6 40.0 26.4 34.0 31.8 
Other transfer incone b/ 18.5 10.0 14.2 12.3 13.2 
Dividends, interest, and rent 40.9 °° 13,3 25.6 16.1 17.1 
ignite pensions, alimony, etc. 11.8 10.7 13.9 10.9 11.0 


ly Detail vill not add to total since some families have more than one of the types of 
t incope specified. 
Y Includes unemployment and workmen's compensation, government employee pensions, and 
veterans’ payments. 


SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Gensus Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population 
Survey. 
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7} atte 21, Peres Below te Poverty Lave tsing Alternative Poverty Definitions 
| a | 1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, ‘and 1974 
-Obnbers in hosed fa of ah of ello 3 


| } at : 
io Scaling of cutrent measute cutoffs Relative mug 


508 U.S, 4-person 
500 US. family family 


- Current. ; 
om Yeat poverty " tow -sedian = Median median 
= , reasure 758 (15825082008 unadj. adj. 
. ve ‘ . 
"MBER 
w : 4 
1974 24,260 14,538 34,615 45,21) 69,389 32,653 17,382 6,400 36,148 41,167 
. 1973 2,973 13,849 32,611 42,997 65,789 30,349 18,121 76,431 36,325 41,720 
igi is ISA) 36,585 M8716 14,67. 3100 1 4,976 36,604 4,14 
- (1969 04,167 14,507 34,689 45,988 71,479 18,620 20,877 32,770 35,480* 40,239 
‘1961 ree Le a1) 28,987 31,86 35,845 40,282 
POMEROY RATE | ead 
on tr ¢ 
r 1974 a6 6g. SB a3 Od 8 } an) 
N 1973 ny 6? 18 7 BT 515 EO 
1971 Te (2 2 108 0) ON 
we ' 1969 Mig Md BO 8 MN id B02 “f 
196 rvs ee CC 20.6 
+ ; 
ye ¥ | SOURCE: Special tabdlations by the Census Bureau from the Harch 1975 Current Population a | 
an i 
a ‘ " . . F \ 
| : ¢ | 
' 
4 
‘ 
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Table 28. Alternate Poverty Measures: 1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, sat od 


» 


.# =. Poverty measure 


Sealing of Current Poverty Measur 
(cutoffs are shown for base famfly)’ 


5 percent of current measure 
Current measure — 

125 percent .of current measure 
150 percent of currerit measure 
‘200 ‘Percent of current measure 


Simplification of Current Poverty Measure 


Nonfarm thresholds (base. family) 
Male head nonfarm thresholds (base family) 


_ Weighted male nonfarm: 


‘<) 
ERIC 


1 person under 65 years 

1 person over 6 years 

2 persons, head under 65 years 

2 persons, head over 65 years ~~ 
3 persons 


4 persons 
5 persons 
6 persons : 
7 persoris or more . 
re 
“Bingle Dollar Cutoffs 
Low ($3,200) 4 


High (weighted average threshold for 


nonfarm family of four ): 
Relative ‘Poverty Measure 


50 percent U.S. median unadjusted: 
Families 
Unrelated individuals 
50 percent U.S. family median adjusted 
50 percent 4-person family median adjusted 


$ 3,750 $3,379 $3,078 
5,000 4,505 4,104 
6,250 5,631 5,130 
7,500 6,758 6,156 
10,000 .9,010 8, 208 


5,000 4,505. 4,104 
5,000 4,505 4,104 


2,658 2,395 2,181 


2,387 2,1 1,959 
3,329 2,999 2,731 
2,984 7690 \ 2,450 


3,957 3,565 3,246 
5,040 4,542 4,139 
5,957 5,364 4,884 
6,706 6,034 .5,492 
-8,278 7,455 -6,771 


3,200 3,200 3,200 


5,038 4,540 4,137_ 


a 


6,418 6,026 La 


2,220 2,067 1,658 
6,418 6,026 5,143 


7,002 Cia 8,571 


$2,786 


3,715 
4,644 
5,973 


» 7,430 


3,715 


3,715 


1,974 
1,773 
2,473 
2,217 
2,937 
3,745 
4,418 
4,962 
6,116 


Income year. ; 


.o 


. 


* mble 08, Persons 65 Year and Over Below the Poverty Level Using Altemative Poverty Definitions: 


6S 


4967, 1969, 1971, 1973, and 1974 
thousands, ae of Narch of the following year) 
& ; oe . 


o (tunbeyy 
é 


ar 
\ Scal ing of current measure cutoffs Relative measuce 
| sob US. person 


| Current : . 500 U.S, family family 
Year poverty a median median —nedian 
measure 756 -1258_ 1508 2008 unad} ad} adj, 


Number | an | / 


1974 3,308 1,425 5,474 7,418 10,623 8,947 5,021 7,669 5702 6,718 
1973 3,354 MA 5,521 7,361 10,638 8,940 NA 48,213 6/159 7,130 
1971 4,276 NA 6,283 9,057 10,946 9,196 tA C7924 ‘6,301 7,043 
1969 4,895 NA 6,742 9,331 10,832 9,352 = MA §,228 Vi 6,064° 7,962 
197. 5,393 3,138 7,286 8,799 11,125 9,589: 9,151 na 6,721 7,398 
: 1 
Poverty Rate rd - 


69 Yl 80.3 49 23,8 / Hi md LE 


my) 5.7 67 
73 16.3 MA 6.8 35.7 S644 m/ 9,9 29.9 Mb 
. i 21.6 MM 37 406 55.2 46,4. NK 40.0 1.8 35,5 
{ 1969 en ee eS 56.8 48,9 °/NA 43,2 36.0 9,7 
1967 29.6 12 399. 46.2 61.0 52.6 / 0.2 43.8 36.8 40.6 
. / 
Persons 65 years and - . 
over as a percent of bf 
alll poor-per'sons € 
1 1.698 158 164 / 153274, 28.9 2.1 16.0: 16,3 
13 146 ACS ee Ab2 29,9 MA” 225 i di 
1971 16,7 A 1.2 167 14,7 29.6 22.7 20,0 
1969 6 230 M94 WB 5.2 426 MM 2.1 19,3 18.8 
1967 19.4 18.3 18,5 16.7 Be 30.8 316 31 18.8 18.4 


NA - Not: available | ay 7 | . 
hot \ 


SOURCE special tabulations by the cea Bureau fron the Hach 195 Cuget Population Surieys _ 


\ 


ey 


ce ‘able i, en i i vith a eae Had Blow the Hovey Le Using tet toy a 
oe ae ."~ Definitions:’. 1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, and 1974, a ‘f 
ge | (turbers in thousanis. esos as of Mh of te flloing yen) | eae 


: 


ty . i : i ( ‘ es 


a ¥ ; sat of offtrent neasure a ee ‘Relative neasuce —— 
be ; 4 15, oe 
co . 8 F we 508 US. 4-peraon - ye 
Ye _ 2 Current 7 | os family family = i 
- | “Year Boverty oy — , nedian edianomedian eae 
“ neasuce’ 154-105 15082000 —_—High Low nati. a aye 


Sg ; ret . os er ee 
. ‘ - . , haber oe ue : 4), on “ . he - 4 \ 
i : . y ' . a ; ' - - 7 y nat : nS wv , : | ‘te , ‘ 
eee 0 B56) 546M 10,698.) 12,332, 14,938 8,972 4,931 11,880 20,991 “at AE 
posh B17 5,313°. 20,034 1,711 14,222 83468 5,085. 11,320% 10,677 10,521, Ae 
eee :) 7,003" 5,288 9,761 51,109 13,661 7,986 5,885 = 10,151 9,76 10,86) 2A 
PS ge gpk end yok 9A 1,616 1/017. 50R2' 9,009 a8 Sn: 
967 6,898 4,885 240 908, 11,827,040, 6,554,262 7,08 
, i . és ae _ - ryg _ . . ‘ . i i 
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FIGURE 5 Number of Persons in Poverty Under Alternative ~ 
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& FIGURE 6 Percent of Persons in Poverty Under Alternative 
* Poverty Definitions, for Selected Years, 1967-1974 
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FIGURE 10 Families with Public Assistance Poverty Rates and 
Percent of the Poverty Population Under Selected 
Alternative Poverty Definitions 1967 and 1974 
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